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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (during 

the vote). Members are advised there 
are 2 minutes remaining in this vote. 

b 1657 
Mr. LEVIN changed his vote from 

‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’ 
So (two-thirds of those voting having 

responded in the affirmative) the rules 
were suspended and the resolution, as 
amended, was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The title of the resolution was 
amended so as to read: ‘‘Resolution 
condemning in the strongest possible 
terms the July 11, 2006, terrorist at-
tacks in India and expressing condo-
lences to the families of the victims 
and sympathy to the people of India.’’. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

STEM CELL RESEARCH ENHANCE-
MENT ACT OF 2005—VETO MES-
SAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF 
THE UNITED STATES (H. DOC. 
NO. 109–127) 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

KUHL of New York) laid before the 
House the following veto message from 
the President of the United States: 
To the House of Representatives: 

I am returning herewith without my 
approval H.R. 810, the ‘‘Stem Cell Re-
search Enhancement Act of 2005.’’ 

Like all Americans, I believe our Na-
tion must vigorously pursue the tre-
mendous possibilities that science of-
fers to cure disease and improve the 
lives of millions. Yet, as science brings 
us ever closer to unlocking the secrets 
of human biology, it also offers temp-
tations to manipulate human life and 
violate human dignity. Our conscience 
and history as a Nation demand that 
we resist this temptation. With the 
right scientific techniques and the 
right policies, we can achieve scientific 
progress while living up to our ethical 
responsibilities. 

In 2001, I set forth a new policy on 
stem cell research that struck a bal-
ance between the needs of science and 
the demands of conscience. When I 
took office, there was no Federal fund-
ing for human embryonic stem cell re-
search. Under the policy I announced 5 
years ago, my Administration became 
the first to make Federal funds avail-
able for this research, but only on em-
bryonic stem cell lines derived from 
embryos that had already been de-
stroyed. My Administration has made 
available more than $90 million for re-
search of these lines. This policy has 
allowed important research to go for-
ward and has allowed America to con-
tinue to lead the world in embryonic 
stem cell research without encouraging 
the further destruction of living human 
embryos. 

H.R. 810 would overturn my Adminis-
tration’s balanced policy on embryonic 
stem cell research. If this bill were to 
become law, American taxpayers for 
the first time in our history would be 
compelled to fund the deliberate de-
struction of human embryos. Crossing 
this line would be a grave mistake and 
would needlessly encourage a conflict 
between science and ethics that can 
only do damage to both and harm our 
Nation as a whole. 

Advances in research show that stem 
cell science can progress in an ethical 
way. Since I announced my policy in 
2001, my Administration has expanded 
funding of research into stem cells that 
can be drawn from children, adults, and 

the blood in umbilical cords with no 
harm to the donor, and these stem cells 
are currently being used in medical 
treatments. Science also offers the 
hope that we may one day enjoy the 
potential benefits of embryonic stem 
cells without destroying human life. 
Researchers are investigating new 
techniques that might allow doctors 
and scientists to produce stem cells 
just as versatile as those derived from 
human embryos without harming life. 
We must continue to explore these 
hopeful alternatives, so we can advance 
the cause of scientific research while 
staying true to the ideals of a decent 
and humane society. 

I hold to the principle that we can 
harness the promise of technology 
without becoming slaves to technology 
and ensure that science serves the 
cause of humanity. If we are to find the 
right ways to advance ethical medical 
research, we must also be willing when 
necessary to reject the wrong ways. 
For that reason, I must veto this bill. 

GEORGE W. BUSH.
THE WHITE HOUSE, July 19, 2006. 

b 1700 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ob-
jections of the President will be spread 
at large upon the Journal, and the veto 
message and the bill will be printed as 
a House document. 

The question is, Will the House, on 
reconsideration, pass the bill, the ob-
jections of the President to the con-
trary notwithstanding? 

The gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
BOEHNER) is recognized for 1 hour. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, for pur-
poses of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentlewoman 
from Colorado (Ms. DEGETTE). 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks on this question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
The President today used the veto 

authority for the first time in his Pres-
idency. Yesterday Congress sent him 
two bills relating to emerging medical 
research involving the use of so-called 
stem cells. Today the President signed 
one of those bills while vetoing a sec-
ond. A third bill was supported by a 
majority of House Members last night, 
but did not capture the necessary two- 
thirds vote to be passed under the sus-
pension of the rules. 

The bill signed into law by the Presi-
dent today is a positive step forward, 
and I remain hopeful that we can re-
consider the other measure at some 
point in the future. Our colleagues, 
ROSCOE BARTLETT, PHIL GINGREY, NA-
THAN DEAL, and DAVE WELDON, deserve 
great credit for their hard work on 
these two measures. Their work brings 
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new hope in the struggle to find cures 
that have eluded medical researchers 
for decades as they search for ways to 
defeat serious disease. 

The President’s decision to veto the 
legislation offered by my friend from 
Delaware Mr. CASTLE should come as 
no surprise to anyone. More than a 
year ago President Bush warned the 
bill would take us across a critical eth-
ical line by creating new incentives for 
the ongoing destruction of emerging 
human life. Crossing this line, the 
President said, would be a great mis-
take. 

As the President also noted a year 
ago, there really is no such thing as a 
‘‘spare embryo.’’ Every man and 
woman in this Chamber began life as 
an embryo identical to those destroyed 
through the process known as embry-
onic stem cell research. The embryos 
at issue in this debate are fully capable 
of growing and being born as healthy 
babies with loving parents. The notion 
that embryonic stem cell research re-
lies on ‘‘spare embryos’’ that have no 
value beyond the possibilities for med-
ical research is tragically and decep-
tively wrong. 

Many opponents of the President’s 
decision today are driven by a passion 
for the preservation of human life and 
the desire to see developments of cures 
to chronic diseases. I have great re-
spect for their commitment to this 
goal, and I think it is a goal that we all 
share. The passion for the preservation 
of human life is incomplete if that pas-
sion does not extend to the most vul-
nerable form of human life. 

It is wrong to force Americans to 
allow their tax dollars to subsidize 
medical research that depends on this 
destruction of human embryos. The 
Congress sent the President a bill that 
would expand the use of Federal tax 
dollars for this practice, and the Presi-
dent rightly used his veto power to re-
ject it. 

Because the vetoed bill originated in 
the House, the Constitution gives us 
the duty of receiving the President’s 
veto message and initiating any legis-
lative response. Having now been noti-
fied of the President’s action, the 
House will now immediately consider 
the question of whether to override the 
President’s veto, which would require a 
two-thirds vote, or to sustain it. 

For the reasons I have just articu-
lated, I would urge my colleagues to 
join me in voting against the motion to 
override. No just society should con-
done the destruction of innocent life, 
even in the name of medical research. 
The President was right to veto this 
bill. It would be wrong for this House 
to overrule the President’s decision by 
voting to override. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. DEGETTE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself 4 minutes. 

Mr. Speaker, today the President of 
the United States has snuffed out the 
candle of hope for 110 million Ameri-
cans who suffer from debilitating dis-

eases like diabetes, Parkinson’s, Alz-
heimer’s, nerve damage and many, 
many more. He snuffed out this candle 
of hope because he used the first veto 
of his 6-year Presidency to veto H.R. 
810, the embryonic stem cell legisla-
tion. 

Mr. Speaker, this is the President’s 
first veto in over 1,100 bills. The Presi-
dent issued veto warnings in nearly 150 
bills, but he signed all of those bills. 
The President has signed bills to in-
crease the national debt. He has signed 
bills to increase tax cuts for wealthy 
corporations and oil companies. He 
signed hundreds of post office naming 
bills, but he decided he would veto this 
one bill. This is not some minor legis-
lation. This is legislation that would 
foster the only research that has shown 
hope for millions of Americans. 

He said in his veto message that he 
was vetoing this legislation because 
‘‘American taxpayers would be com-
pelled to fund the deliberate destruc-
tion of human embryos.’’ One might 
think that the President would read 
this bill, his first veto, before he said 
that, because if he had read that bill, 
he would know that H.R. 810 specifi-
cally does not allow Federal funds to 
be used for the destruction of embryos. 
Rather, H.R. 810 says that Federal dol-
lars can be used for the research on em-
bryonic stem cell lines which have al-
ready been created with private dol-
lars. 

This policy is the same as the policy 
President Bush looked at in 2001 when 
he issued an executive order restricting 
the number of stem cell lines used. 
What he said at that time was embry-
onic stem cell research was okay, but 
he limited it to embryonic stem cell 
lines in existence as of that day. 

So I ask the President, why is it 
wrong to simply expend Federal money 
for stem cell lines that have been cre-
ated by private researchers since that 
date? It seems wrong, and it is cer-
tainly not what this bill is intended to 
do. 

The President wants it both ways. He 
wants to say that he supports embry-
onic stem cell research, but he doesn’t 
want to do it in a way that will actu-
ally effect cures. 

Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that the 
President is confused about his role as 
chief executive of this country. We 
don’t live in a theocracy. We live in a 
constitutional democracy in this coun-
try where we form a consensus about 
ethics and medical research. There is a 
widespread consensus. The public sup-
ports this almost three-quarters. Pro-
life, prochoice, Democrat, Republican, 
Independent, all of them share the 
same concern that we protect lives, but 
that we expand research in a way that 
will benefit millions and millions of 
Americans. 

I urge this House to take this very 
seriously. Don’t make a political vote. 
Think about the lives that could be 
saved. Think about what H.R. 810 actu-
ally does, and vote ‘‘yes’’ to override 
this veto. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the sponsor of the under-
lying bill, the gentleman from Dela-
ware (Mr. CASTLE). 

Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the distinguished majority leader very 
much for yielding. 

I would just ask everybody, be they 
at home or here, look to your left and 
look to your right. There is one of 
those three people who probably has 
some form of illness which could be 
helped by good medical research, and 
we believe that is embryonic stem cell 
research. 

It is ironic that the President is 
vetoing a piece of legislation that 
many of us here on this floor believe is 
the most significant piece of legisla-
tion that he could have signed in the 
course of time that he has been Presi-
dent of the United States of America. I 
am disappointed in that, but I would 
rather look at the bright side of things 
in the sense that we have advanced, I 
believe, the cause of medical research 
in this country. 

We have had alternative proposals in 
terms of embryonic stem cell research. 
We have had a focus on it. There is a 
greater education about stem cell re-
search than we ever had in this Con-
gress before and certainly across the 
United States of America. Hopefully 
this will end up with greater research 
being done as far as the NIH and Fed-
eral medical involvement in that re-
search is concerned. 

The debate has sort of shifted. Back 
in May of 2005 when we had this debate, 
we talked about adult stem cells and 
how they could be better than embry-
onic stem cells. I think we all should 
recognize that there is some very good 
research on adult stem cells, which has 
been around for a long time, but we 
should realize now that the debate has 
turned to how are we going to obtain 
these pluripotent embryonic stem cells 
which can help research so much more 
than anything else we could possibly 
do. So there had been some progress as 
far as that is concerned. 

A couple of points I want to make, 
and one is that everybody knows this 
research is about embryos. What is an 
embryo? It is a 5-day-old blastocyst no 
bigger than the point of a pencil. The 
ones that we are dealing with would 
never be implanted in a woman and are 
slated for medical waste. That is very 
important to understand. The decision 
has been made by the individuals who 
created that embryo to have it go into 
medical waste; and then they make the 
decision instead of doing that, it will 
be used for medical research. So these 
will never become people because that 
is a decision that has already been 
made and is behind us at that par-
ticular point in time. 

It is also very important to point out 
that this legislation does not fund deri-
vation or the so-called killing of the 
embryo to obtain the embryonic stem 
cells. That has nothing to do with this. 
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This simply funds the research, the po-
tentially life-saving research, for the 
one in three, the 110 million Americans 
who have been referred to. 

We are not going to stop here. I 
would just like to address those 110 
million people and their families. We 
are not going to stop here. We are 
going to continue to advance research. 
We have offered alternatives to the 
White House before. They did not want 
those alternatives. They did not want 
this legislation. We will go back to 
that process. We will do everything in 
our power to help the patients nation-
wide who might need help. 

I think there is more commonality of 
opinion on this than there was before. 
Hopefully there will be more openings 
than we have had heretofore as well. 

I know that embryonic stem cell re-
search will progress and eventually be 
a benefit to mankind. My concern is 
delay. It is going to happen at some 
point. It is a time issue. It is a tem-
poral issue, but we are going to have 
this research. We are going to improve 
medical research opportunities for ev-
erybody. 

I just want to quote Ben Franklin at 
the 1787 Constitutional Convention: ‘‘I 
have often in the course of the session 
looked at that sun behind the Presi-
dent without being able to tell whether 
it was rising or setting. But now at 
length I have the happiness to know it 
is a rising and not a setting sun.’’ 

That is how I feel about stem cell re-
search: One day the sun will rise on it, 
and people will be helped. 

b 1715 

Ms. DEGETTE. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tlewoman from California (Ms. ESHOO). 

Ms. ESHOO. Mr. Speaker, I thank our 
distinguished colleague who has 
worked so hard to bring this legislation 
forward. 

Today, I think, is really a sad day in 
our country with the President an-
nouncing the veto, the only veto that 
he has used in his entire Presidency, to 
strike down what I believe is very 
sound legislation. I think he has placed 
the dogmatic views of some of his sup-
porters ahead of sound science, ahead 
of public health, ahead of research, and 
ahead of our country’s best interest. 

I am proud to be an original cospon-
sor of the Stem Cell Research Enhance-
ment Act. Why? Because there are mil-
lions of Americans that are afflicted 
with so many diseases. I believe that 
this legislation not only gives them 
hope, it spells out, as a national policy, 
that we can indeed merge ethics, mo-
rality, and sound public policy to ad-
dress what ails them. 

We have all had constituents come to 
us, parents of children with juvenile di-
abetes, pleading that the research be 
able to go forward. 

I have always thought that America 
was the best idea that has ever been 
born. Today, I think that light of what 
America represents not only to her 
own people, but to be the hope and the 

beacon of light for people around the 
world, has been diminished by this 
veto. 

I believe that this legislation needs 
to move on. It should be the public pol-
icy and the guidepost in terms of ethics 
and morality for our country, which is 
the responsibility of the Congress to 
set forward, should move forward, and 
it will when the House of Representa-
tives overrides the President’s dubious 
veto. 

Mr. Speaker, unfortunately the President 
has placed the dogmatic views of some of his 
supporters ahead of sound science, ahead of 
public health, and ahead of our country’s best 
interests. 

The Stem Cell Research Enhancement Act 
will not merely advance medical science. It will 
almost certainly save many thousands of lives 
and provide hope to millions of Americans af-
flicted with terrible, debilitating diseases and 
injuries, including Parkinson’s, Alzheimer’s, 
spinal cord injuries, strokes, heart disease, di-
abetes, burns and arthritis. 

I’m proud to be an original cosponsor of this 
bill and I’m deeply saddened that the Presi-
dent has seen fit to use the first veto of his 
presidency on this crucial legislation. 

H.R. 810 will bring embryonic stem cell re-
search under the National Institutes of Health, 
ensuring rigorous controls and ethical guide-
lines on this research that only the NIH can 
implement. 

Congress has a moral imperative to frame 
these issues and establish a national policy 
that integrates the best of science and the 
highest ethical standards. 

Without this legislation, much of the critical 
funding for stem-cell research will be available 
only from the States, from private sources, or 
from foreign governments who are investing 
billions in this field. 

If we don’t override the President’s veto, 
stem cell research will be curtailed in the 
United States, but it will not end. Researchers 
and doctors in the United Kingdom, Sweden, 
Israel, China, Australia, South Korea, the 
Czech Republic, and elsewhere are moving 
full speed ahead on this vital research and will 
continue to do so. 

If the President’s veto of this bill is success-
ful, he will only succeed in preventing life-sav-
ing cures from reaching American patients 
sooner, and prevent the establishment of na-
tional standards for this research. 

Mr. Speaker, science and ethics can and in-
deed should be joined, and this legislation 
sets out a comprehensive national policy for 
this vital research. 

The President’s veto represents an exercise 
of political science over real science, and must 
not be allowed to stand. 

Vote to override this veto. 
Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I am 

pleased to yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Mississippi (Mr. WICKER). 

Mr. WICKER. Mr. Speaker, it is re-
grettable that there has been so much 
confusion about the current state of 
embryonic stem cell research in our 
country. The choice is not between 
conducting the stem cell research or 
not conducting it. That is not the 
choice. Embryonic stem cell research 
is legal in America, and nothing in the 
administration’s current policy affects 
that legality; 400 lines are currently 

being used to conduct embryonic stem 
cell research, both in the private sector 
and by the Federal Government. In-
deed, the Federal Government spent $41 
million last year on embryonic stem 
cell research. 

The administration’s policy simply 
provides that Federal taxpayer dollars 
are not used to destroy human em-
bryos. It is false to suggest that med-
ical breakthroughs come only through 
government research. In fact, the pri-
vate sector has been responsible for 
such breakthroughs as the heart drug 
Sildenafil, Prozac and ibuprofen. Pri-
vate researchers discovered penicillin 
and the polio vaccine, conducted the 
first kidney and lung transplants, and 
identified the role DNA plays in direct-
ing our biologic makeup, all without 
Federal dollars. 

And where is the private sector 
spending its dollars now? The over-
whelming portion of nongovernment 
money is going to adult and germ cell 
research, because that is where the 
promise is. There are over 72 known 
treatments using adult stem cells. A 
huge breakthrough with regard to juve-
nile diabetes has occurred just in the 
last 6 months. Ductal cells from the pa-
tient’s own pancreas can be induced to 
become stem cells that then produce 
insulin-producing cells. This process 
was created in the U.S. and has cured 
eight people of diabetes in Europe 
using adult stem cells, not embryonic 
stem cells. 

But, Mr. Speaker, no one can deny 
that this debate involves a profound 
ethical and moral question. This is a 
matter of conscience for millions of 
taxpayers who are deeply troubled by 
the idea that their resources are being 
used to destroy human life, and it is a 
vote of conscience for me. 

The private sector can go forward, if 
it must, with destruction of embryos 
for questionable and ethically chal-
lenged science. But spend the people’s 
money on proven blood cord, bone mar-
row, germ cell, and adult cell research. 

Ms. DEGETTE. Mr. Speaker, I am 
now pleased to yield 2 minutes to the 
gentleman from Rhode Island (Mr. 
LANGEVIN), a leader on this issue. 

(Mr. LANGEVIN asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. LANGEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentlewoman for yielding 
and for her exceptional leadership, 
along with Congressman MIKE CASTLE’s 
leadership on this exceptional and im-
portant issue. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise to express pro-
found disappointment in the decision of 
the President to veto H.R. 810. 

This legislation passed with strong 
bipartisan support in both Chambers of 
Congress. It enjoys the support of up-
wards of 70 percent of the American 
people and, most importantly, it offers 
hope and the promise of a cure to the 
millions of people who are living with 
the constant challenge and burdens of 
chronic disease and disability. 
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Mr. Speaker, when I was injured in 

an accidental shooting as a young po-
lice cadet almost 26 years ago, I was 
told that I would never walk again. 
The promise of embryonic stem cell re-
search was at that time unheard of. 

While I always held out hope that I 
would one day walk again, it was not 
until the tremendous potential and ad-
vances in the field of stem cell research 
that I truly understood how a cure 
might work. Today I am thrilled to be 
able to share this hope with millions of 
others. 

We live in exciting times. Today, 
newly injured patients, many of them 
teenagers, as I was, are told about de-
veloping treatments and scientific 
progress. They face the world with 
many of the same challenges I faced in 
1980, but they also face the world with 
the hope and real promise of a cure. 

Under the current policy, however, 
that promise is limited. Embryonic 
stem cell research has been limited to 
the lines derived before August 9, 2001, 
the date of the President’s policy an-
nouncement. 

When the President announced his 
policy almost 5 years ago, even he ac-
knowledged the tremendous potential 
of embryonic stem cell research. In 
fact, that policy allows the research to 
proceed but only in a very limited way. 
The resources that we had in 2001 have 
run out. This research cannot truly 
move forward without a change in pol-
icy. That is why I am disheartened by 
the President’s decision today. 

H.R. 810 was crafted according to the 
ethical guidelines outlined by the 
President, and it is why I will vote to 
override his veto today. 

It authorizes research only on excess em-
bryos originally created for in vitro fertilization 
but which are slated for destruction. 

It requires informed, voluntary consent of 
the donor. 

The only change to existing policy would be 
the lifting of the cutoff date of August 9. This 
is, in fact, not a debate about the ethics of 
stem cell research, or a debate about when 
life begins. It is a debate about a date. 

H.R. 810 offers our nation’s scientists the 
tools they need to proceed down this historic 
path. Stem cell research represents the most 
noble activity in which our government can en-
gage: the protection, promotion, and, indeed, 
affirmation of the lives of our most vulnerable 
citizens. 

With millions of American patients and their 
families in mind, I will proudly cast my vote 
today to override the President’s veto. I urge 
all my colleagues to join me in support of the 
override. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to yield 1 minute to the gentle-
woman from Florida (Ms. GINNY 
BROWN-WAITE). 

Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Flor-
ida. Mr. Speaker, I rise today as a 
mother, as a Member of this body, and 
certainly as a concerned citizen who 
fears that the untapped potential of 
stem cell research may be falling by 
the wayside. 

I was disheartened to learn that the 
President did veto H.R. 810 today be-

cause it passed the House by a very sig-
nificant majority. It is because of my 
strong respect for and commitment to 
life that I supported this bill last year. 

A sad fact of life is that many of our 
loved ones suffer from debilitating dis-
eases such as Alzheimer’s, diabetes and 
Parkinson’s. But embryonic stem cell 
research holds promise to cure these 
illnesses. A visit to the Miami Project, 
where they are trying to find a cure for 
paralysis, certainly would convince 
anyone of the need for this research. 
They have shown very promising 
progress. 

The bill brings forth hope from em-
bryos that would otherwise be dis-
carded, thrown in the trash. These are 
embryos that can be used for good and 
for substantial medical research. 

Overriding the veto today will pro-
vide promise of hope and promise to 
millions of Americans suffering from 
diseases and I urge my colleagues to 
vote in favor of life by voting ‘‘yes’’ to 
override the President’s veto. 

Ms. DEGETTE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentlewoman from Texas (Ms. 
JACKSON-LEE) for a unanimous consent 
request. 

(Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas asked 
and was given permission to revise and 
extend her remarks.) 

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank the distinguished gen-
tlewoman. 

I rise strongly to support stem cell 
research and ask this House to vote 
‘‘yes’’ to override the President’s veto. 
I intend to vote ‘‘yes’’ to override the 
veto. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support of H.R. 
810, the ‘‘Stem Cell Research Enhancement 
Act of 2005.’’ We have an opportunity, and a 
responsibility, to save lives by supporting this 
bill, and to help Americans who are suffering. 

In order to accelerate scientific progress to-
ward the cures and treatments for a wide vari-
ety of diseases and debilitating health condi-
tions, such as Parkinson’s Disease, Diabetes, 
Alzheimer’s Disease, Amyotrophic Lateral 
Sclerosis (ALS), cancer, and spinal cord inju-
ries, it is necessary to expand the number of 
stem cell lines that can be used in federally 
funded research. 

Our debate today is a historical achieve-
ment for two reasons. First, President Bush 
vetoed this bill, after it passed in both the 
House of Representatives (238–194) and the 
Senate (63–37). This was the first time in five 
and one-half years in office that President 
Bush has vetoed a bill. This speaks volumes 
about the failure of our system of checks and 
balances, the short-sightedness of our execu-
tive branch, and the lack of Congressional 
leadership. 

Second, we must reassess and reaffirm the 
need and commitment of this nation to pursue 
medical research leadership and scientific in-
novation. We must do everything in our power 
to reduce human suffering and better under-
stand human physiology. Today, we must 
make history. We must override this veto and 
pass H.R. 810 in order to preserve the ability 
of our scientists to pursue innovative research 
with stem cell lines and find effective treat-
ments and cures for the diseases and condi-
tions that plague humankind. 

The miracles capable with stem cell re-
search are mind boggling. It may be possible 
for neurons developed from embryonic stem 
cells to restore function to paralyzed individ-
uals; breast cancer may be mitigated by em-
bryonic stem cells that mimic and then slow 
the growth of cancer cells; an embryonic stem 
cell-aided kidney transplant can help a patient 
accept a donor organ with minimal dose of 
drugs; embryonic stem cells can transform 
and regenerate damaged liver tissue, offering 
renewed hope to the 1 out of 5 patients who 
die before they receive a liver transplant. 

As a Member of the Science committee, I 
am dedicated to the advancement of science, 
to the exploration of creative initiatives, and 
the pursuit of sound research. When we de-
monize science, we only hurt ourselves, mak-
ing it more likely that other countries will stand 
at the forefront of science and innovation. 

According to the National Institutes of 
Health (NIH), of more than 60 stem cell lines 
that were declared eligible for federal funding 
in 2001, only about 22 lines are actually avail-
able for study by and distribution to research-
ers. These NIH-approved lines lack the ge-
netic diversity that researchers need in order 
to develop effective treatments for millions of 
Americans. 

The policy debate that we have engaged in 
over the last year has focused on both sci-
entific and moral arguments. This bill is pre-
cisely the measured, balanced, rational, and 
progressive law that we need to further the 
scope of medicine, while simultaneously defin-
ing precise moral guidelines. 

At issue in particular is the use of embryonic 
stem cells, or pluripotent stem cells, versus 
adult stem cells. The difference is crucial in 
understanding the immense potential benefit. 

Pluripotent stem cells are the most adapt-
able and unique of all of the stem cell vari-
eties. As opposed to adult stem cells, which 
are limited to a genre, such as blood cells or 
bone cells, pluripotent stem cells can eventu-
ally specialize in any bodily tissue. Embryonic 
stem cells are clusters of cells, and cannot de-
velop into a fetus or a human being. The pos-
sibilities are literally limitless, and only re-
stricted by time and by funding. 

The pluripotent stem cells were derived 
using non-Federal funds from early-stage em-
bryos donated voluntarily by couples under-
going fertility treatment in an in vitro fertiliza-
tion (IVF) clinic or from non-living fetuses ob-
tained from terminated first trimester preg-
nancies. Informed consent was obtained from 
the donors in both cases. Women voluntarily 
donating fetal tissue for research did so only 
after making the decision to terminate the 
pregnancy. 

It is estimated that more than 400,000 ex-
cess frozen embryos exist in the United States 
today and that tens of thousands, and perhaps 
as many as 100,000, are discarded every 
year. 

When President Bush declared in 2001 that 
federal funding to stem cell research would be 
limited, an unprecedented 80 Nobel laureates 
opposed with this action. They included such 
notables as James Watson, who co-discov-
ered the DNA double helix, and renowned 
economist Milton Friedman. In their letter to 
Mr. Bush, the laureates noted that the em-
bryos to be used in the research were des-
tined for destruction anyway. They wrote, 
‘‘Under these circumstances, it would be tragic 
to waste this opportunity to pursue the work 
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that could potentially alleviate human suf-
fering.’’ 

I ask unanimous consent to submit a copy 
of this letter to the RECORD. 

This bill provides a limited—yet significant— 
change in current policy that would result in 
making many more lines of stem cells avail-
able for research. If we limit the opportunities 
and resources our researchers have today, we 
only postpone the inevitable breakthrough. 
Our vote today may determine whether that 
breakthrough is made by Americans, or not. 

I urge my colleagues to vote in favor of this 
bill, to vote in favor of scientific innovation, 
and to vote in favor of a perfect compromise 
between the needs of science and the bound-
ary of our principles. 

Ms. DEGETTE. Mr. Speaker, I am de-
lighted to yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tlewoman from California (Mrs. 
CAPPS), another fine leader in this 
movement. 

Mrs. CAPPS. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
my colleague from Colorado for yield-
ing and for her leadership and, in fact, 
the bipartisan leadership that has 
brought us to this point today. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of the 
bill to override the President’s veto of 
H.R. 810. 

It is really unfortunate that this veto 
and other opposition of this bill are 
born out of misinformation about the 
issue at hand. 

Under H.R. 810, the embryos from 
which stem cells are extracted for re-
search come from in vitro fertilization 
only. 

Each year thousands of embryos, no 
bigger than the head of a pin, are cre-
ated in the process of in vitro fertiliza-
tion, with the support of Congress, by 
the way. 

A small percentage of these embryos 
are implanted and will, hopefully, grow 
into children. The rest will be frozen or 
discarded. They will not be used to cre-
ate life. They will never become chil-
dren. They will be lost without pur-
pose. 

But H.R. 810 gives them purpose, and 
this only with the express approval of 
the donors. 

Now, the majority of Members in 
both the House and Senate affirmed 
their support for enhancing our use of 
stem cells in research because they un-
derstand that purpose. 

Maybe it really isn’t surprising that 
President Bush has vetoed this bill be-
cause he doesn’t understand, and it is 
consistent with his signing into law 
other bills that have cut funding for 
medical research, denied proper fund-
ing for veterans health care, decreased 
our Nation’s ability to confront true 
health crises. 

This administration has ignored and 
twisted science in a variety of areas, 
everything from global warming to ab-
stinence-only education. 

The refusal to acknowledge the sci-
entific value of embryonic stem cell re-
search is one more tragic misstep. 
Let’s not be the embarrassment of the 
world yet again. Let’s affirm our com-
mitment to saving lives by overriding 
this veto. Let’s untie the hands of sci-

entists on the verge of cures for the 
world’s most devastating diseases. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
measure. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to yield 1 minute to the gentle-
woman from Ohio (Mrs. SCHMIDT). 

Mrs. SCHMIDT. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
support of sustaining the President’s 
veto of H.R. 810. I strongly oppose H.R. 
810, the Stem Cell Research Enhance-
ment Act. An embryo is human life. 
H.R. 810 would use Federal tax dollars, 
our tax dollars, to fund the destruction 
of human life for scientific research. 
This misguided research is already per-
mitted. What we are debating is who 
should pay for it. Should it be the tax-
payers or private research? 

To my colleagues who support this 
legislation, I share your concern for 
finding future medical treatments to 
improve lives. But let’s be open in the 
process and look for ways that do not 
compromise life in any form, at its be-
ginning, its middle, or end. There is no 
justification for the destruction of in-
nocent life for the sake of another. 

Congress has a moral obligation to 
protect women and the unborn, and I 
urge my colleagues to sustain the 
President’s veto and vote ‘‘no’’ on this 
question. 

Ms. DEGETTE. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to yield 2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. GENE GREEN). 

(Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas asked 
and was given permission to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. GENE GREEN of Texas. Mr. 
Speaker, the President’s veto of embry-
onic stem cell legislation flies in the 
face of the American people’s broad 
support for this bill. In vetoing this 
bill, the President has gone against 
more than 70 percent of Americans who 
support stem cell research using em-
bryos that would otherwise be dis-
carded. 

b 1730 

Even worse, he has thumbed his nose 
at the millions of Americans suffering 
from incurable diseases. Americans 
have kept their hopes alive while this 
administration has played political 
games and thrown up roadblocks to the 
promising research that would offer 
them a cure. 

As opposed to legislation we have 
passed to encourage research on cord 
blood and adult stem cells, only this 
bill, the Castle-DeGette bill, would ex-
pand research on the embryonic stem 
cells that have the unique ability to re-
produce indefinitely and evolve into 
any cell type in our bodies. 

I have personally seen the potential 
that this research holds and how it 
works. Last summer I visited the stem 
cell labs at the Baylor College of Medi-
cine in my hometown of Houston, 
where researchers are looking at treat-
ments for heart disease with just a few 
Federal lines. The message from the re-
searchers I met with was clear. The 
current policy not only slows medical 
progress, but will force the world’s 

brightest researchers to abandon the 
U.S. for countries without this restric-
tion on lifesaving research. 

My colleagues opposed to this bill 
have argued this on moral and reli-
gious grounds. They are absolutely 
right. Regardless of whether one prac-
tices Christianity, Judaism, or Islam, 
every religion in the world tells us to 
alleviate human suffering. 

History has shown, however, that 
even the most devout have often 
strayed from this common religious 
and moral duty. According to the New 
Testament, religious leaders in Biblical 
times attacked Jesus for healing the 
sick on the Sabbath. History has ap-
parently repeated itself, as we have re-
ligious leaders today casting similar 
judgments on the healers of our time. 
Just like the sick in Biblical times, 
American families suffering from in-
curable diseases do not have time for 
the Federal Government to restrict 
those who could heal them. To allevi-
ate human suffering, that is the pur-
pose of this bill, and that should be our 
purpose today. 

Let us override this veto. 
Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I am 

pleased to yield 1 minute to the gentle-
woman from Pennsylvania (Ms. HART). 

Ms. HART. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
gentleman from Ohio for allowing me 
some time to speak in favor of sus-
taining the President’s veto. 

It has been a year since this House 
passed the Castle-DeGette bill, and in 
that year science, not Hollywood, has 
helped us to debunk the myth of a 
promise for embryonic stem cell re-
search. Hollywood supports it. Science 
created fraudulent experiments. Before 
last year’s vote, they made arguments 
supporting embryonic stem cell re-
search. They were coming fast and furi-
ous from our colleagues. 

During the debate in the Senate, the 
same arguments came. They cited Dr. 
Hwang Wook Suk of South Korea and 
his research. Supporters of his research 
said that he had cloned a human em-
bryo, that he had found a way to 
produce embryonic stem cell lines that 
could be done routinely and efficiently. 
What happened later? All of his re-
search was debunked. The ethics of his 
research were called into question. It 
was revealed that his publications were 
faked, his experiments were unsuccess-
ful, and the treatment of their egg do-
nors was ethically grossly appalling. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge us to reject em-
bryonic stem cell research as the 
science is not there. Science is very 
successful in treating patients using 
adult stem cells and cord blood stem 
cells, which we agreed to fund and the 
President signed, and I believe we 
should support that. 

Ms. DEGETTE. Mr. Speaker, of 
course, the gentlewoman from Pennsyl-
vania refers to the South Korea experi-
ment which was not embryonic stem 
cell research. Rather, it was somatic 
cell nuclear transfer, not at issue 
today. And, furthermore, it only points 
out why we need Federal oversight and 
ethics in the United States. 

VerDate Aug 31 2005 07:11 Nov 16, 2006 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00057 Fmt 4634 Sfmt 0634 E:\RECORDCX\T37X$J0E\H19JY6.REC H19JY6C
C

O
LE

M
A

N
 o

n 
P

R
O

D
1P

C
71

 w
ith

 C
O

N
G

-R
E

C
-O

N
LI

N
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH5440 July 19, 2006 
Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to yield 2 

minutes to the distinguished gentle-
woman from Connecticut (Ms. 
DELAURO). 

Ms. DELAURO. Mr. Speaker, no sin-
gle action this Congress could take 
would have a more profound impact on 
life than increasing Federal funds for 
biomedical research, biomedical sci-
entists to conduct that research with 
human embryonic stem cells. Alz-
heimer’s, Parkinson’s, brain and spinal 
cord disorders, diabetes, cancer, at 
least 58 diseases could potentially be 
cured through stem cell research, dis-
eases that touch every family in Amer-
ica and in the world. 

I stand here as someone who under-
stands the promise of biomedical re-
search all too well. Having been diag-
nosed with ovarian cancer by chance 
on a doctor’s visit two decades ago, I 
know firsthand how medical research 
can save lives. It saved mine. It can 
quite literally mean the difference be-
tween life and death, between hope and 
despair. 

Are there moral issues to consider 
with respect to stem cell research? Ab-
solutely. But let us not confuse them 
with the ethical safeguards that this 
legislation does put in place, allowing 
research only on embryos that were 
originally created for fertility treat-
ment purposes and that are in excess of 
clinical need. By permitting peer-re-
viewed Federal funds to be used with 
public oversight, we can have no doubt 
that this research will be performed 
with the utmost dignity and ethical re-
sponsibility. 

The moral issue here is whether the 
United States Congress is going to 
stand in the way of science and pre-
clude scientists from doing lifesaving 
research. We do not live in the Dark 
Ages. With this vote this Congress has 
an opportunity to tell the world that 
we are a country that believes science 
has the power to advance life. I believe 
we are. By allowing the President to 
stop this research from going forward, 
we risk something very precious. 

Mr. Speaker, the world has always 
looked to America as a beacon of hope 
precisely because of our capacity to 
combine the best ideas in the world 
with abundant resources. Let us con-
tinue that tradition. Let us lead the 
way. Support the veto override. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to yield 1 minute to the gen-
tleman from Illinois (Mr. KIRK). 

Mr. KIRK. Mr. Speaker, this House 
should override the President’s veto of 
the Stem Cell Research Enhancement 
Act. 

With regard to medical research, 
science should triumph over politics. 
Stem cell research offers the best 
promise of ending diabetes, Parkin-
son’s, and cancer. Americans strongly 
support the treatment of disease, but 
we are passionate about finding cures. 

America has won more Nobel Prizes 
in medicine than all European coun-
tries combined. This legislation is 
needed to maintain U.S. leadership. 

Mr. Speaker, the leading candidates 
for President in our country of both 
the Republican and Democratic Parties 
support this bill. In the House the Re-
publican chairmen of our most power-
ful committees, Rules, Ways and 
Means, Appropriations, and Energy, all 
support this bill. In the Senate the Re-
publican majority leader and the 
Chairs of Armed Services, Commerce, 
Appropriations, Foreign Relations, and 
Rules all supported this bill. 

At worst, the President’s stem cell 
policy will last only 30 more months 
and be reversed on January 20, 2009, re-
gardless of who wins the Presidency. 

Ms. DEGETTE. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to yield for the purpose of mak-
ing a unanimous consent request to the 
gentleman from Rhode Island (Mr. 
KENNEDY). 

(Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island 
asked and was given permission to re-
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. KENNEDY of Rhode Island. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise in support of the effort 
to override this Presidential veto, of 
people’s right to live a life where they 
can be free from the illness that they 
are suffering today, and of my col-
league Jim Langevin’s right to be able 
to get out of that wheelchair within his 
lifetime thanks to stem cell research. 

Ms. DEGETTE. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to yield 2 minutes to the dis-
tinguished member of the Energy and 
Commerce Committee, Mr. ENGEL. 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentlewoman for yielding. 

Today President Bush has cast the 
first veto of his Presidency on legisla-
tion approved overwhelmingly by the 
House and Senate: the Stem Cell Re-
search Enhancement Act. Frankly, to 
veto a bill that has the support of 72 
percent of the American public is sim-
ply unconscionable and indefensible. 
The President speaks about ethics. I 
think it is totally unethical not to save 
lives. 

Despite what the critics may say, 
H.R. 810 does not end life. It honors 
life. As anyone who suffers from diabe-
tes, Parkinson’s disease, ALS, or a 
whole host of other debilitating health 
conditions knows, scientists believe 
embryonic stems cells provide a real 
opportunity for devising unique treat-
ments for these serious diseases. 

Let me be absolutely clear. This is 
not about cloning. I oppose cloning of 
human beings. This is about the use of 
stem cells which would have been dis-
carded anyway. It has been estimated 
that there are currently 400,000 frozen 
embryos created during fertility treat-
ments which would be destroyed if they 
are not donated for research. I would 
never condone the donation of embryos 
to science without the informed writ-
ten consent of donors and strict regula-
tions prohibiting financial compensa-
tion for potential donors. Our Nation’s 
scientific research must adhere to the 
highest critical and ethical standards, 
and H.R. 810 protects this. 

The National Institutes of Health has 
admitted that U.S. scientists have fall-

en behind Europe and Asia in stem cell 
research because of President Bush’s 
policy. While five States have com-
mitted significant funding, NIH Direc-
tor Zerhouni has noted that a patch-
work collection of different stem cell 
policies in States could inhibit critical 
collaborations. We need a national 
commitment, and the current stem 
cells that the President alludes to have 
been contaminated and are no longer 
useful. 

We must not allow those standing in 
the way of health and science to com-
promise the future well-being of our 
families and loved ones. Simply put, 
that would not be ethical. Over 200 pa-
tient groups, universities, and sci-
entific societies have urged the Presi-
dent to expand the Federal policy on 
stem cell research. 

We must honor life by overriding 
President Bush’s veto. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to yield 11⁄2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. GINGREY). 

(Mr. GINGREY asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today proud to stand with our Presi-
dent to ensure that our society re-
mains a people that values life. The 
President is a man of his word, and 
today he made good on his promise and 
he issued his first Presidential veto 
against H.R. 810, a move to protect the 
sanctity of human life. 

Mr. Speaker, over the last few days, 
I have had the privilege to meet and 
visit with the families of the so-called 
‘‘snowflake babies.’’ These are children 
who started out life at frozen embryos, 
indeed no larger than the point of a 
pen, whose parents, instead of dis-
carding these precious little lives, al-
lowed them to be adopted. 

Each of these families has their own 
unique story. They are families who 
have longed for and prayed for chil-
dren. They are families who now enjoy 
the blessings of these little ones’ 
smiles and tears, laughter and heart-
break. These children represent what 
advocates of this bill see as unwanted 
leftovers, collateral damage on soci-
ety’s path to medical research called 
for in the Castle-DeGette bill. 

Mr. Speaker, the interesting aspect 
of this debate is that embryonic stem 
cell research does not have to divide 
this House of Representatives. I am 
here today to tell the American people 
that science has delivered the solution 
to this ethical divide. Scientists have 
made extraordinary advances in re-
search that now allow them access to 
embryoniclike stem cells without de-
stroying the human embryo. The an-
swer that science has given us is that 
our government can have both, and, 
most importantly, so can the American 
people. 

Yesterday Members of this House, 
those who claim to be supporters of all 
types of embryonic stem cell research, 
stood in the way of a bill that would 
have funded these ethical and exciting 
new breakthroughs. 
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Mr. Speaker, we need to sustain the 

President’s veto, and I call for my col-
leagues on both sides of the aisle to do 
just that. 

Ms. DEGETTE. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to yield 4 minutes to the dis-
tinguished Democratic whip, Mr. 
HOYER. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentlewoman for yielding me the 
time. 

The choices before the Members of 
this House today are clear and 
straightforward. Will the Members of 
the Republican majority choose to 
stand with George W. Bush, who just 
minutes ago vetoed this legislation, 
ironically the very first veto of his 
Presidency, and, as a result, impede 
medical research into diseases that af-
flict millions of Americans? Or will the 
Members of this Republican majority 
choose to stand with more than 70 per-
cent of the American people; the most 
respected members of America’s med-
ical research community; and 238 Mem-
bers of this House and 63 United States 
Senators, including, of course, major-
ity leader BILL FRIST, all of whom sup-
port embryonic stem cell research? 

There is little question, Mr. Speaker, 
about the utility of such research. Sci-
entists, including 80 Nobel Laureates, 
believe that embryonic stem cell re-
search could lead to treatments and 
cures for diabetes; Parkinson’s; Alz-
heimer’s; multiple sclerosis; cancer; 
and, as the gentleman from Rhode Is-
land indicated, the rehabilitation of 
nerves. 

Dr. Zerhouni, director of the Na-
tional Institutes of Health, chosen by 
George Bush, has stated: ‘‘Embryonic 
stem cell research holds great promise 
for treating, curing, and improving our 
understanding and treatment of dis-
ease.’’ 
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The American Medical Association 
and 92 other organizations stated last 
week in a letter that ‘‘only H.R. 810 
will move stem cell research forward.’’ 

Senate Majority Leader FRIST, a 
heart surgeon, has stated, ‘‘Embryonic 
stem cells uniquely hold specific prom-
ise that adult stem cells cannot pro-
vide.’’ 

Nor is there doubt about the need for 
more stem cell lines, since the lines 
designated by President Bush in 2001 
have proven much less useful than 
hoped. Dr. Anthony Fauci, director of 
the National Institute of Allergy And 
Infectious Diseases, has stated, ‘‘Our 
institute believes that embryonic stem 
cell research could be advanced by the 
availability of additional cell lines. We 
may be limiting our ability to achieve 
the full range of potential therapeutic 
application of embryonic stem cells by 
restricting research to a relatively 
small number of lines currently avail-
able.’’ This legislation seeks to do just 
what Dr. Fauci says ought to be done. 

Mr. Speaker, the Castle-DeGette bill 
quite simply would authorize Federal 
funds for research on embryonic stem 

cell lines derived from surplus embryos 
at in vitro fertilization clinics that 
would otherwise be discarded. That 
would otherwise be discarded. That 
seems to me to be critical to every 
Member’s decision. 

Equally important, the bill would 
allow Federal funding of embryonic 
stem cell research only if strict ethical 
guidelines are followed. We do not pur-
sue this irresponsibly. 

Mr. Speaker, this is one of the most 
important votes that Members will 
cast in this Congress, and it will be 
long remembered by the American peo-
ple. I implore my colleagues, vote to 
advance ethical embryonic stem cell 
research, not impede it. Vote to over-
ride the President’s misguided veto, 
which will be looked upon years from 
now as a momentary victory for ide-
ology over medical research and 
progress. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to yield 11⁄2 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Maryland (Mr. BARTLETT). 

(Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland asked 
and was given permission to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. BARTLETT of Maryland. Mr. 
Speaker, earlier today I attended the 
President’s news conference with snow-
flake babies and their families at 
which the President announced his 
veto of H.R. 810. Snowflake babies were 
adopted as excess embryos. Excess em-
bryos would be destroyed with tax-
payers’ dollars under H.R. 810 to 
produce pluripotent stem cells for 
science. 

How can anyone look at these snow-
flake babies and hear their voices and 
say that it would be okay to kill them 
to provide materials for medical re-
search? 

President Bush transformed what 
could have been a day of tragedy into a 
day of triumph by vetoing H.R. 810 and 
by taking additional steps to support 
pluripotent stem cell research that 
does not destroy embryos. 

To the proponents of H.R. 810, sci-
entists, doctors and the public, 
pluripotent stem cells hold the most 
promise for understanding human dis-
eases and treating devastating condi-
tions. That is why pluripotent stem 
cells are coveted. 

Yesterday, knowing that the Presi-
dent would veto H.R. 810, this body had 
the opportunity to approve a bill the 
President said he would sign to use 
taxpayer dollars to obtain pluripotent 
stem cells without destroying embryos. 
This opportunity is not lost to this 
Congress. 

I urge everyone in this Chamber to 
sustain President Bush’s veto and sup-
port bringing back for a vote the Bart-
lett-Santorum bill, S. 2754, which rep-
resents common ground into promising 
ways the Federal Government can sup-
port pluripotent stem cell research 
without sacrificing life for medicine. 

Ms. DEGETTE. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to yield 1 minute to the gentle-
woman from New York (Ms. SLAUGH-
TER). 

Ms. SLAUGHTER. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentlewoman, and especially 
appreciate the good work that she and 
Mr. CASTLE have done. 

With the President’s action today, 
and he always keeps his word, he con-
demned tens of millions of Americans 
and their families and everybody who 
loves them to suffer needlessly, and all 
the while they know their government, 
when given the opportunity to help, de-
cided to do nothing. 

I remember this kind of 
mugwumpery before. I remember when 
organ transplants came about. Every-
body said, oh, no, we can’t do that. If 
God didn’t want you to have a good 
liver, you can’t get one from somebody 
else. The same thing with blood trans-
fusions, all the way through. Why in 
the world do we always have such a 
know-nothing, antiscientific govern-
ment body that tells our scientists 
what they can do and can’t do? 

As one of the scientists in this House, 
I am appalled at the fact that my coun-
try is falling behind in scientific re-
search. I am astonished that we are 
telling scientists what they can and 
cannot study. It bothers me that sci-
entists in other countries don’t want to 
come here to study anymore because of 
the way that this has happened. 

If we fail to override this veto to-
night, we are putting this country back 
another 200 years. Perhaps not that 
much. But any of you who believe that 
voting for that one bill yesterday and 
wanting to vote for the second will 
cover you at home, let me tell you that 
is not true. Science knows better. 
Science will bear out that we do not 
have the lines we need for research, 
and you will pay the price, I hope, in 
November. 

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gen-
tleman from Connecticut (Mr. SHAYS) 
for the purpose of a unanimous consent 
request. 

(Mr. SHAYS asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. SHAYS. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
support of overriding the veto. 

I urge my colleagues to join in voting to 
override the Presidential veto of H.R. 810, the 
Stem Cell Research Enhancement Act. 

I am disappointed the President used his 
first veto on legislation that has the potential to 
help millions of Americans affected by debili-
tating illnesses. I do not believe history will 
judge his decision kindly. 

When the President first allowed this re-
search to go forward in 2001, he could argue 
that he was setting up reasonable restrictions. 
I think today it is clear those restrictions are 
burdensome, ideologically driven and threaten 
our status as the preeminent country for med-
ical research. 

I appreciate that my Leadership has allowed 
fair debate on this bill and an up-or-down vote, 
and hope that in the future we will be success-
ful in helping this research to advance. 

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
yield 1 minute to the gentlewoman 
from Connecticut (Mrs. JOHNSON). 
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Mrs. JOHNSON of Connecticut. Mr. 

Speaker, I rise in strong support of 
overriding the President’s veto of the 
embryonic stem cell research bill. 

Every time I go to a classroom in my 
district, I tell those kids, knowledge is 
power, and one of the reasons America 
is such a great Nation is because 
knowledge and freedom couple to drive 
the frontiers of knowledge forward, as 
they have in science and medicine. And 
here is another frontier. Yes, we will 
push forward. The President cannot 
fence in knowledge, the pursuit of 
knowledge, in a free society. 

But as we push forward, that re-
search will not be covered and guided 
by the ethical code developed by NIH. 
As we push forward, millions of dollars 
will be wasted on building a parallel in-
frastructure of expensive equipment so 
the State and Federal dollars and the 
private and Federal dollars can be kept 
separate. 

It is a tragedy that our President has 
vetoed this important bill, and I will 
vote to override. 

Ms. DEGETTE. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to yield 1 minute to the distin-
guished gentleman from Missouri (Mr. 
CARNAHAN). 

Mr. CARNAHAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in strong support of this land-
mark stem cell bill and in opposition 
to President Bush’s unbelievable first- 
ever veto. 

We reached an historic crossroad 
today in Washington. With the stroke 
of his pen, the President could have 
signed stem cell hope and ethical 
standards into law. But, sadly, the 
President has delayed medical ad-
vances for years. 

H.R. 810 will provide the Federal re-
sources necessary to unlock the door to 
lifesaving cures for millions. It was 
passed after extraordinary debate and 
historic bipartisan cooperation. It 
holds the promise of major advance-
ments in science. 

I am deeply disappointed by the 
President’s veto, as are millions of 
Americans and thousands of my fellow 
Missourians that have been working, 
hoping and praying for the approval of 
this bill. We will not soon forget what 
happened today. We will not give up. 
This issue has united Americans into 
action with a powerful voice. 

I strongly urge my colleagues to 
override the President’s veto, to con-
tinue the work of embryonic stem cell 
research and to provide hope for those 
who need it most. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
45 seconds to the gentleman from 
Michigan (Mr. SCHWARZ). 

Mr. SCHWARZ of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, medical research in the 
United States has for decades been the 
envy of the world. That embryonic 
stem cell research holds the key to po-
tential treatment for all manner of dis-
ease is already well documented in this 
debate. 

As a physician, I am dismayed at the 
claims that adult stem cells and umbil-
ical cord cells hold the true 

pluripotentiality of embryonic stem 
cells. This is simply not true. 

I ask my colleagues to vote to over-
ride the veto of this bill. Embryonic 
stem cell research will continue apace 
in other parts of the world. It is sad 
that the great progress and potential 
in this field won’t happen in the United 
States with our superb academic sci-
entific facilities. It is sadder yet that 
those who oppose this bill don’t recog-
nize that embryonic stem cells rep-
resent the epitome, the ultimate, in 
those things prolife, that is, to save the 
lives of our fellow members of the 
human race. 

Ms. DEGETTE. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to yield 1 minute to the distin-
guished gentlewoman from New York 
(Mrs. LOWEY). 

Mrs. LOWEY. Mr. Speaker, at issue 
here is the fundamental value of saving 
lives, a value that we all share regard-
less of race, culture or religion. Embry-
onic stem cells have the potential not 
just to treat some of the most dev-
astating diseases and conditions, but to 
actually cure them. 

The President’s veto of this life-
saving legislation is a slap in the face 
of the millions of Americans suffering 
from diseases like Alzheimer’s, Parkin-
son’s, or debilitating physical injuries, 
who found new hope for treatment and 
cures with the passage of H.R. 810. This 
hope will remain only if researchers 
have access to the science that holds 
the most potential and are free to ex-
plore, with appropriate ethical guide-
lines, medical advances never before 
imagined possible. 

The 67 percent of the American pub-
lic that supports embryonic stem cell 
research understands this. Why doesn’t 
the President? 

There is no question that scientific 
advancement often comes with moral 
dilemmas. That is why we have exam-
ined and debated difficult ethical and 
social questions before passing this leg-
islation. 

Like many of you, I believe that strong 
guidelines must be in place with vigorous 
oversight from the NIH and Congress before 
allowing federally-funded embryonic stem cell 
research. 

H.R. 810 would strengthen the standards 
guiding embryonic stem cell research and 
would ensure that embryos originally created 
for the purpose of in vitro fertilization could be 
made available for research only with the con-
sent of the donor. 

So today I ask my colleagues to be as de-
termined to find a cure as science allows us 
to be. We are closer than ever to remarkable 
discoveries and on the brink of providing hope 
to millions of individuals who otherwise have 
none. Congress must not allow the President 
to once again put ideology before science. 

I urge my colleagues to vote to override of 
the President’s veto of the Stem Cell Re-
search Enhancement Act. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to yield 15 seconds to the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. DENT). 

Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
urge my colleagues to override the 
Presidential veto of H.R. 810. The Sen-

ate’s 63–37 vote yesterday to loosen the 
stranglehold on federally conducted 
stem cell research and set strict eth-
ical standards for performing that re-
search and the strong showing of sup-
port by the House in May of last year 
marked a triumph of science over poli-
tics. 

Mr. Speaker, I strongly urge my col-
leagues to support the override of this 
veto. 

Ms. DEGETTE. Mr. Speaker, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to yield 1 minute to the gen-
tleman from Alabama (Mr. ADERHOLT). 

Mr. ADERHOLT. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the majority leader for yielding 
me time, and thank you for your con-
tinued support on this issue. 

I do rise today to voice my support 
for the President’s veto of H.R. 810. 
With today’s vote, the House will place 
itself alongside the millions of Ameri-
cans who believe that all life is pre-
cious, even at its earliest stages. 

This bill, H.R. 810, would make tax-
payer dollars available for embryonic 
stem cell research using embryos re-
maining from in vitro fertilization pro-
cedures. 

Mr. Speaker, that is the issue. Tax-
payers should not be forced to fund 
what some consider morally wrong. 

It is still questionable whether em-
bryonic stem cell research will even 
yield results. I believe we should focus 
our resources on the proven, the suc-
cessful adult stem cell research that is 
working to produce real, meaningful 
results. That we can all agree on. 

Proponents of embryonic stem cell 
research point to their hope of poten-
tial lifesaving benefits from such re-
search. I support the goal, but destroy-
ing a life to try to save another is not 
the way to accomplish it. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote on 
this legislation. 

Ms. DEGETTE. Mr. Speaker, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to yield 1 minute to the gen-
tleman from Arizona (Mr. KOLBE). 

Mr. KOLBE. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
gentleman for yielding me time. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise to join many of 
my colleagues today in opposing the 
President’s veto of H.R. 810. I do so re-
luctantly. I think the overriding of a 
veto of any President should be under-
taken with caution, but in this case I 
believe it is necessary. 

When the House considered this bill last 
year, our debate focused on the ethical dilem-
mas of embryonic stem cell research. Those 
dilemmas are real, and they’ve been thor-
oughly addressed in the bill we passed. 

What hasn’t been noted enough, however, 
is the importance this bill has for American in-
novation. The President himself has written— 
quote—‘‘Through America’s investments in 
science and technology, we have revolution-
ized our economy and changed the world for 
the better. Groundbreaking ideas generated by 
innovative minds in the private and public sec-
tors have paid enormous dividends—improv-
ing the lives and livelihoods of generations of 
Americans.’’ 
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These words are true—and to his credit, the 

President has backed them up with his Amer-
ican Competitiveness Initiative, a set of pro-
posals that every Member in this House has 
embraced. 

So I ask my colleagues: what field will prove 
more crucial to American competitiveness, to 
human well-being, to economic growth, than 
the biological sciences? And what area of re-
search holds more promise in the biological 
sciences than stem cells? 

Over the past two decades, three- 
quarters of the researchers who have 
won the Nobel Prize in medicine have 
studied or taught in the United States. 
Can we really expect to retain the glob-
al leadership if we can’t even pass a 
bill, a thoughtful, bipartisan bill, that 
assures the moral study of embryonic 
stem cells? ‘‘Assures.’’ I use the word 
deliberately, because no other nation 
will meet, let alone exceed, the ethical 
guidelines and constraints embodied in 
Castle-DeGette. Each of us knows that. 

The sooner we pass this bill into law, 
the sooner America becomes the hub 
for this research, the sooner our eth-
ical standards become the de facto 
standards governing stem cell science 
around the world. 

So Castle-DeGette isn’t just about 
taking the scientific lead on embryonic 
stem cells, it is about taking the moral 
lead, setting an ethical standard for re-
search that will take place whether 
this bill becomes law or not. I urge my 
colleagues to override this veto. 

b 1800 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Vir-
ginia (Mr. TOM DAVIS). 

Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, last May I voted in support of 
H.R. 810. I rise again today to override 
the veto of this legislation. 

I want to take this opportunity to re-
iterate why I believe that expanded 
Federal funding of stem cell research is 
good public policy. We are aware of the 
potential embryonic stem cells hold. 
They could hold the key to the great-
est mysteries of medical science, offer-
ing cures for those afflicted with Alz-
heimer’s, Parkinson’s, juvenile diabe-
tes, spinal cord injuries and others. I 
hope they do. 

On the other hand, they can be noth-
ing but a source of false hope, another 
disappointment for those who wish for 
a return to health either for them-
selves or their loved ones. The only 
certainty is that we will never know 
the answer if our scientists are overly 
constrained in their efforts. Without 
the wherewithal of the National Insti-
tutes of Health, we face the prospect of 
numerous State agencies attempting to 
set up research protocols, something 
they are not well equipped to do. 

Good science takes time. We must 
not throw caution to the wind at the 
hint of miraculous cures. Indeed, left 
unconstrained, this type of research 
could lead to dangerous outcomes. 

H.R. 810 provides ethical guidelines 
by which federally funded researchers 
must comply. I believe it would be far 

preferable to have the Federal Govern-
ment setting standards in this field 
rather than a hodgepodge of States and 
private entities. The Federal Govern-
ment should lead the way. 

I supported President Bush when he 
announced his plan to allow federally 
funded research on 60 preexisting lines. 
Now, though, we only have 22 lines 
with significant shortcomings that 
make them of dubious value. 

Federally funded U.S. researchers are 
at a technical disadvantage as they 
lack access to newer stem cell lines. 
Our top stem cell biologists are moving 
into non-federally funded research or 
even going overseas to pursue their 
work. We should not allow this to hap-
pen. 

There is no question that many dif-
ficult questions attend this debate, and 
many feel strongly that there are eth-
ical reasons not to pursue embryonic 
stem cell research. But I strongly feel 
there are ethical reasons why we 
should. I cannot look at a couple whose 
child is suffering from a debilitating 
disease in the eye and tell them I am 
not doing everything as their elected 
official; I came to find a cure. I cannot 
look a researcher in the eyes and tell 
him I will not let him explore the 
promise. 

I urge my colleagues to vote to over-
ride this veto. 

Ms. DEGETTE. Mr. Speaker, I con-
tinue to reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania (Mr. PITTS). 

Mr. PITTS. Mr. Speaker, I thank the 
majority leader for yielding. In her 
opening remarks, the chief Democratic 
sponsor of this bill told us that embry-
onic stem cell research will cure Alz-
heimer’s. This is yet another example 
of the misinformation the bill’s pro-
ponents have been spreading for the 
past year. 

Let me read from a Washington Post 
article by Rick Weiss: ‘‘Given the lack 
of any serious suggestion that stem 
cells themselves have practical poten-
tial to treat Alzheimer’s, the Reagan- 
inspired tidal wave of enthusiasm 
stands as an example of how easily a 
modest line of scientific inquiry can 
grow in the public mind to mytho-
logical proportions. It is a distortion 
that some admit is not being aggres-
sively corrected by scientists.’’ 

Said Ronald D.G. McKay, stem cell 
researcher at the National Institute of 
Neurological Disorders and Stroke, 
‘‘Embryonic stem cell research may 
never cure any disease.’’ 

However, ethical adult stem cell re-
search has already resulted in nine 
FDA-approved therapies for major dis-
eases. We should support ethical re-
search that works. 

In this binder I have information 
from established medical journals for 
over 70, 72 to be exact, successful treat-
ments that have been discovered using 
ethical research of adult stem cells; 
not a single embryo has been destroyed 
in the process. 

In this binder I have the successful 
treatments derived from embryo-de-
stroying stem cell research. Not a sin-
gle cure. The score is 72–0. All it has to 
show for itself are failed experiments, 
disgraced researchers, tumors and dead 
laboratory rats. 

Mr. Speaker, I applaud the President 
for doing the right thing and vetoing 
this unethical and unnecessary legisla-
tion. I urge all of my colleagues to sus-
tain the President’s veto. Reject H.R. 
810. 

Ms. DEGETTE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts (Mr. MARKEY). 

Mr. MARKEY. Mr. Speaker, Presi-
dent Bush made history today by add-
ing a major black mark to a Presi-
dency that began on the comforting 
note of compassionate conservatism, 
but is ending with a jarring jab to the 
sick and the ill. 

There have been 1,484 previous formal 
vetoes of legislation enacted by Con-
gress in the history of this country, but 
this one may be the most damaging 
veto ever issued by any President. If 
the Congress does not override this 
veto of this bipartisan stem cell re-
search act, this will be remembered as 
a Luddite moment in American his-
tory, when scientific progress was 
brought to a halt by those who put fear 
ahead of hope, and ideology ahead of 
science. 

Research is medicine’s field of 
dreams from which we harvest cures, 
cures which offer hope to millions of 
American families struggling with Par-
kinson’s, Alzheimer’s, heart disease, 
juvenile diabetes and cancer. Hope is 
the most powerful four-letter word in 
the English language. But if we allow 
this Bush veto to stand, we will snuff 
out this flickering candle of hope just 
as the candle was lit. 

Vote for the override of this historic 
veto of scientific progress. Vote to give 
the American people a reason to be-
lieve. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN). 

Mr. DANIEL E. LUNGREN of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Speaker, I have heard it 
said that the President’s veto is a po-
litical game. There are no political 
games being played here, except yes-
terday when the authors of this bill 
that is before us argued that people 
should vote against H.R. 5526, the Al-
ternative Pluripotent Stem Cell Thera-
pies Enhancement Act. Why would 
they do that? A bill that would allow a 
neutral, that is neutral with respect to 
ethics, opportunity to develop 
pluripotent stem cell therapies. And 
yet we are told here that we are allow-
ing ideology to get in the way of 
science. 

What was yesterday’s request by 
those who authored this bill? You 
know, we have to consider ethics. 
Science cannot tell us what to do. It 
tells us what we can do, but it does not 
tell us what it is ethically appropriate 
to do. 
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This country leads the world in med-

ical research, but it also leads the 
world in ethical action. We should not 
be losers in either side. Support the 
President’s veto. 

Ms. DEGETTE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Mis-
souri (Mr. CLEAVER). 

Mr. CLEAVER. Mr. Speaker, like 
millions of Americans, I, too, am dis-
appointed with the President’s veto. In 
Kansas City, Missouri, a man by the 
name of Jim and his wife Virginia 
Stowers started a company called 
American Centuries. It became one of 
the most successful companies in this 
country. A few years ago they decided 
that they would give back. Both of 
them are cancer survivors, and so they 
founded the Stowers Institute. It is an 
institution in Kansas City, Missouri, 
designed and funded by this great cou-
ple to research all kinds of medical 
cures. I will tell them later today that 
no Federal funds can be used. 

Behind all of the opposition to stem 
cell research, there seems to be a sub-
liminal religious tone. I am a fun-
damentalist in that I believe that the 
Holy Bible is the inspired and intermi-
nable word of God. But I am baffled by 
my fellow fundamentalists who seem to 
be utterly opposed to and terror-strick-
en by the advancement of science, in-
cluding stem cell research. 

The propagation of knowledge by 
some in our faith seems to be a fore-
boding foray toward undermining or di-
minishing the glory of the Creator. 
However, the opposite is true. When 
the human intellect makes strides that 
sets the world agog, it is God from 
whom all knowledge stems who is hon-
ored. 

And keep in mind that scientific ad-
vancement is not an enemy of faith, 
but rather a bold statement that God is 
still active in this universe. 

Mr. Speaker, I conclude by just say-
ing that it is a great testament to God 
if we are able to advance science. It 
means that His power is supreme. 

Because I accept the Bible as the inspired 
and interminable Word of God, I consider my-
self to be a Christian fundamentalist. I accept, 
as an inseparable component of my faith, the 
omnipotence, omnipresence, and omniscience 
of God. Therefore, I am baffled by my fellow 
fundamentalists who seem to be utterly op-
posed to and terror-stricken by the advance-
ment of science, including stem cell research. 
The propagation of knowledge and the dis-
mantling of the boundless awe-inspiring mys-
teries of God’s world are viewed by some in 
our faith as a foreboding foray toward under-
mining and diminishing the glory of the Cre-
ator. However, the opposite is true. When the 
human intellect makes strides that sets the 
world agog, it is God, from whom all knowl-
edge stems, who is honored. Let us keep in 
mind that scientific advancement is not an 
enemy of faith, but rather a bold statement of 
Praise. 

Contemporary men and women of faith, as 
always, stand at the crossroads. In a real 
sense, religion has always been impelled to 
wage war in some area or another. The press-
ing question is shall we march across the bat-

tlefields of faith with open arms toward the 
magnificent revelations of God’s great truths, 
or, do we use our inherent power and influ-
ence to signal a retreat from the bright and 
simmering sunshine of expanding scientific 
scholarship. The potential life-saving issue of 
stem cell research is before us. The scepter is 
in the hands of the enlightened community of 
believers. Our failure to speak out on the med-
ical need for stem cell research will allow ear-
nest but erroneous or misguided souls who 
wish to constrain such study to force us back 
to a time when the faithful waged its fiery fin-
ger of scorn at the irreverence of scientific in-
quiry. Like the majority of people of faith, I to-
tally reject the notion that today’s community 
of believers are as troglodytic as our ances-
tors who refused to peer through the lens of 
Galileo’s telescope. Nonetheless, this is a test-
ing time. 

Doctor Harry Emerson Fosdick, the leg-
endary Baptist clergyman of the first half of 
the 20th century, profoundly addresses the 
issue of flowering faith in his wonderfully in-
spiring book, The Modern Use of the Bible: ‘‘If 
there are fresh things to learn concerning the 
physical universe, let us have them, that we 
may find deeper meaning when we say, ‘The 
heavens declare the glory of God.’ ’’ 

If there is a great possibility to uncover new 
cures for the beastly diseases which besiege 
the human body, the community of faith must 
implore the researchers to explore, seize, and 
use them. After all, the One we claim as the 
Imminent Source and Guide of the Universe is 
befitting of our very best. 

Sure, the scientific research on stem cells 
must be moral. The institutions of scientific re-
search must understand that there are moral 
mandates that cannot be infringed or ignored 
with impunity. When the sway of the intellect 
becomes extreme, the religious must repu-
diate and guide it back to equilibrium and rea-
son. Additionally, when the community of faith 
clings to the debilitating conventionalism of a 
petrified past, some among us must push 
against that as well. 

Should science succeed in fulfilling the 
much vaunted optimism expressed by advo-
cates of stem cell therapy, much of the credit 
should go to the community of faith. Every ex-
periment that leads to greater medical break-
throughs is a discernible display of the earthly 
presence of God and of the presence of par-
ticles of his divinity in us. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from New 
Jersey (Mr. SMITH). 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank the majority leader 
for yielding me time, and for his lead-
ership today and every day. 

Mr. Speaker, never in my 26 years as 
a Member of Congress have I seen so 
much hyperbole, misinformation and 
misattribution of success as in the em-
bryonic stem cell debate. 

Despite recent revelations of massive 
fraud by prominent stem cell research-
ers in South Korea, despite the fact 
that there hasn’t been anything even 
close to success of any kind in treating 
any human being anywhere in the 
world with embryonic stem cells, de-
spite all of this and so much more, em-
bryonic stem cell proponents demand 
that tens of thousands of perfectly 
healthy human embryos be destroyed 
for taxpayer-funded research. 

This is especially troubling in light 
of the stunning breakthroughs and suc-
cesses announced almost daily of adult 
and cord blood stem cell therapies that 
are today helping men and women with 
leukemia, sickle cell anemia, and a 
myriad of other diseases. Ethical stem 
cell research, Mr. Speaker, has given 
not only hope, but it has given us real, 
durable therapies that work. 

Arguments were made on this floor, 
Mr. Speaker, that we are just using 
spare or leftover embryos as if they 
exist as a subclass of surplus human 
beings that can be experimented on or 
slaughtered at will. 

A few hours ago at the White House, 
several of us met with some of those 
snowflake children, all of whom were 
adopted while they were still in their 
embryonic stage and frozen in what we 
like to call frozen orphanages. Believe 
me, watching snowflakes children 
laugh, smile and act, well, like kids un-
derscored the fact that they are every 
bit as human and alive and precious as 
any other child. Under the Castle bill, 
these so-called surplus humans are 
throwaways. Adopt them, don’t destroy 
them. 

Mr. Speaker, finally, make no mis-
take about it, those of us who oppose 
the Castle bill support aggressive stem 
cell research and judicious application 
of stem cells to mitigate and cure dis-
eases. That is why I sponsored the 
Stem Cell Therapeutic and Research 
Act of 2005. It provides $265 million for 
comprehensive cord blood and bone 
marrow stem cells. That is why we sup-
port the $609 million in FY 2006 cur-
rently been expended under the NIH for 
ethical stem cells. 

Yesterday, Hannah Strege, the first 
known snowflake embryo adoption, 
told a small group of us: ‘‘Don’t kill 
the embryos, we are kids and we want 
to grow up too.’’ How come a 7-year-old 
gets it and we don’t. Sustain the veto. 

Ms. DEGETTE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the distinguished Demo-
cratic leader (Ms. PELOSI). 

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentlewoman for yielding me time. 
I salute her for her outstanding leader-
ship and stewardship of this bill and 
her leadership on this issue so impor-
tant to America’s families. I also com-
mend Congressman CASTLE of Delaware 
for his courage and his leadership as 
well. 

Mr. Speaker, every family in Amer-
ica, indeed every person in this room 
and in this gallery, is just one diag-
nosis or one phone call away from 
needing the benefits of the embryonic 
stem cell research. Today with his 
veto, President Bush dashed the hopes 
of so many Americans who were pray-
ing for this legislation and the cures 
that it can bring. Imagine, the first 
veto of this President, and it is for a 
bill vetoing a bill that has the miracu-
lous power to cure. 

The Latin root of veto, the Latin 
translation of veto means ‘‘I forbid.’’ 
President Bush has said today, I forbid 
allowing the best and brightest minds 
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to pursue the science that they believe 
has the most promise and potential to 
cure. 

b 1815 
President Bush says, I forbid bring-

ing embryonic stem cell research under 
NIH, ensuring the strict controls and 
stringent ethical guidelines that only 
NIH can ensure and impose. President 
Bush says, I forbid giving our scientists 
the opportunities they need to ensure 
that our Nation remains preeminent in 
science. 

Today, I am hoping that the people’s 
House will reflect the American peo-
ple’s will and overturn this short-sight-
ed action, and instead of saying ‘‘I for-
bid,’’ say ‘‘yes’’ to the American peo-
ple. 

The opponents of this legislation be-
lieve that this is a struggle between 
faith and science. I believe that faith 
and science have at least one thing in 
common: Both are searches for truth. 
America has room for both faith and 
science, and thank God for that. 

The Episcopal Church, in its letter in 
support of this legislation says, ‘‘As 
stewards of creation, we are called to 
help mend and renew the world in 
many ways. The Episcopal Church cele-
brates medical research, and this re-
search expands our knowledge of God’s 
creation and empowers us to bring po-
tential healing to those who suffer 
from disease and disability.’’ It is our 
duty here in Congress to bring hope to 
the sick and the disabled, not to bind 
the hands of those who can bring them 
hope. 

I believe, as Representative EMANUEL 
CLEAVER has said, I believe that God 
guided our researchers to discover the 
stem cell’s power to heal. Overturning 
the President’s cruel veto will enable 
science to live up to its potential to an-
swer the prayers of America’s families. 

According to many scientists, includ-
ing 80 Nobel Laureates, embryonic 
stem cell research has the potential to 
unlock the doors to treatments and 
cures to numerous diseases, and we 
have spoken about them all day, in-
cluding diabetes, Parkinson’s disease, 
Alzheimer’s, Lou Gehrig’s disease, mul-
tiple sclerosis, cancer and spinal cord 
injuries, to name a few. 

Many of our colleagues both here on 
the floor and other venues, have shared 
their personal stories, whether it is a 
condition of their children or an afflic-
tion of their parents. Their generosity 
of spirit and generosity to share those 
stories gives us testimony as to the 
need for this embryonic stem cell re-
search, and it fills a void in science 
that we know can be filled. I believe 
that if we know a scientific oppor-
tunity for cure, we have a moral re-
sponsibility to support it. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill will save lives 
and help us find the cures for diseases 
in a shorter time span. It is all about 
time, after all, how much time people 
have, the quality of their lives in that 
time frame. 

This bill will enable science to live 
up to the biblical power to cure. I urge 

all of my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes’’ on 
the override and override the Presi-
dent’s cruel veto. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Florida 
(Mr. WELDON). 

Mr. WELDON of Florida. I thank the 
majority leader for yielding time. I rise 
in support of the President’s veto. I ap-
plaud President Bush’s courage in 
doing this, and I encourage all of my 
colleagues on both sides of the aisle to 
sustain this veto. 

This is not about whether we are 
going to fund more embryonic stem 
cell research. We are funding embry-
onic stem cell research. We funded $38 
million of human embryonic stem cell 
research last year. This is not about 
whether it is legal or not. It is legal in 
the United States to do embryonic 
stem cell research. Indeed, this is real-
ly not about whether the United States 
is going to fall behind in this area of 
research. 

The United States leads the world be-
cause of the President’s program, pub-
lishing 46% of the published research 
articles on human embryonic stem cell 
research. 

So what is this about, what are we 
debating today? We lead the world. We 
are funding it. What are we debating? 

What we are debating today in this 
Chamber is whether or not we are 
going to use taxpayer dollars to kill 
more human embryos. That is really 
what this debate is all about. This 
business about cures being around the 
corner, jeepers, I have said this, and 
nobody has refuted it, they don’t have 
an animal model that shows that em-
bryonic stem cells work and they are 
safe. 

Nobody has gotten an FDA approval 
to use human embryonic stem cells in 
a human trial. But we have each year 
10, 15 or more clinical trials published 
in the literature showing adult stem 
cells and core blood stem cells work. 

This is a debate about whether or not 
we are going to have the imprimatur of 
the United States Government to say 
that certain forms of human life can be 
discarded. 

Ms. DEGETTE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tlewoman is recognized for 3 minutes. 

Ms. DEGETTE. Mr. Speaker, my col-
leagues, this is a sad day for America. 
But what is so sad is that our oppo-
nents would so distort the facts to stop 
research that would benefit so many. 
Many have talked today about the so- 
called snowflake babies, embryos 
which are donated to other couples. I 
don’t oppose that. I think that is great. 

But right now couples undergoing 
IVF treatment have three options for 
the spare embryos that are necessarily 
created. They can freeze them for fu-
ture use by themselves. They can do-
nate them to other couples, as several 
hundred have done, or they can say 
that the embryos that are left over 
should be destroyed as medical waste, 
and tens of thousands of those embryos 
have been destroyed. 

All we say today, give those couples 
a fourth choice. Let those embryos 
that would thrown away as medical 
waste be donated for ethical embryonic 
stem cell research. The opponents of 
this bill also continue to claim that 
adult stem cell and core blood cells are 
just as good as embryonic stem cells. 
Shame on them. This is a bald lie. 

Harold Varmus, the former director 
of the NIH, said just this week, com-
pared to adult stem cells, embryonic 
stem cells have a much greater poten-
tial according to all existing scientific 
literature. Let’s not distort the facts 
just for a political argument. 

This Congress has been politicizing 
science in a way that the American 
public disagrees with. Earlier this year, 
we tried to assert our jurisdiction over 
end-of-life decisions with the terrible 
vote that we took in the Terry Schiavo 
case. Now, today, we are trying to stop 
ethical scientific research that could 
help tens of millions of people. 

Many on the other side say, well, the 
taxpayers shouldn’t fund this research. 
Excuse me, I thought we had a national 
consensus, 72 percent of Americans 
agree with this precept, people who are 
Democrats, Republicans, independents, 
prolife, prochoice. I don’t know who de-
cided that they were God and that Con-
gress could not fund this research, be-
cause their religious thinking trumps 
the national consensus. 

A majority of my constituents don’t 
think we should fund the war. Does 
that mean we shouldn’t fund the war? 
Of course not. 

We need this ethical research. We 
need it for our colleague, JIM 
LANGEVIN, so he can walk again. We 
need it for our colleague, LANE EVANS, 
whose Parkinson’s has made him so 
sick that he cannot be here today to 
vote to override this bill. 

Let’s give hope to millions of Ameri-
cans. Let’s give hope for ethical re-
search. Let us override this veto. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. MURPHY) for a unanimous-consent 
request. 

(Mr. MURPHY asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. MURPHY. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of sustaining 
the President’s veto. This is not a vote for or 
against stem cell research. Many U.S. compa-
nies and universities are engaged in a great 
deal of embryonic stem cell research. 

In fact, the President and the U.S. Congress 
have supported this research with over $90 
million for embryonic stem cell lines derived 
from embryos that had already been de-
stroyed with more than 700 shipments to re-
searchers since 2001. 

The question is whether to use federal 
money or U.S. taxpayer dollars to destroy 
human embryos for research? 

The research bears out that several types of 
stem cell research have been successful. 
These are adult stem cells and umbilical cord 
blood stem cells. 

However, no research has shown embryonic 
stem cell research to be fruitful. A year ago 
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when we debated this issue, a study at Seoul 
National University in Korea was brought up 
as an example of success to create the 
world’s first embryonic stem cells from a 
cloned human embryo. Since then, we’ve 
learned that study was filled with erroneous 
data. The DNA studies on the two preserved 
stem cells did not match those from the pub-
lished study and were not cloned human em-
bryonic stem cells. 

But, beyond this, we must keep in mind how 
we use human life and think about where we 
should draw the line. 

Those who support destroying embryos for 
this research have stated these will be em-
bryos that will be discarded. This is not true. 

Many parents would love to adopt these 
embryos and raise these children as their 
own. According to the non-partisan RAND 
Corporation the ‘‘vast majority’’ or 88 percent 
of the 400,000 embryos that have been frozen 
since the late 1970s are not going to be dis-
carded but are held for family building and not 
for medical research. In fact, over 21 families 
who visited the White House last year adopted 
these embryos in order to fulfill their own 
dreams of having a family. 

Even to refer to these embryos as ones that 
are unwanted and will be destroyed raises the 
ultimate question: where do we and where will 
we draw the line? 

If we say a human embryo is unwanted and 
discardable, we head down the road of asking 
‘‘what next?’’ 

Do we view seriously disabled newborns as 
unwanted? Will it be acceptable to discard 
them? 

This is a road down which we cannot afford 
to turn. 

The research does not support it, morality 
does not condone it. U.S. taxpayer dollars 
must not support destroying a life to save a 
life. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
to the gentleman from Texas (Mr. BAR-
TON), the chairman of the Energy and 
Commerce Committee, for a unani-
mous-consent request. 

(Mr. BARTON of Texas asked and 
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks.) 

Mr. BARTON of Texas. Mr. Speaker, 
as a 22-year Congressman with a 100 
percent prolife voting record, minus 
two votes, I rise in opposition of the 
Presidential veto and support the ef-
fort to override it. 

Mr. Speaker, today, I rise in support of H.R. 
810 and overriding the President’s earlier veto 
of this legislation. H.R. 810 would expand the 
number of sources of embryonic stem cell 
lines that may be used in federally funded sci-
entific research. The bill would allow the lim-
ited use of human embryonic stem cells that 
are derived from embryos that would other-
wise be discarded from fertility clinics. 

This is not an issue where everyone agrees. 
There are deeply held views on both sides of 
the difficult question before us, and I want to 
emphasize that every one of my colleagues 
should vote in accordance with their own con-
science. I support the bill, and I want to say 
why. 

Stem cells are cells that can differentiate 
into many different kinds of cells used in the 
body. They can come from several sources, 
such as adult stem cells, but many scientists 
believe that the most potential for productive 

research lies in embryonic stem cells, which 
could have the capacity to differentiate into 
any cell in the body. If researchers can find 
such a perfect stem cell that can differentiate 
into any other cell type, we may be able to 
unlock the cures to hundreds of diseases that 
afflict us today. 

This is more than a sterile, academic matter 
to me. Diseases like Parkinson’s, diabetes, 
cancer, heart disease, have stricken millions 
of Americans and continue to take a heavy toll 
on all of us. I can tell you that it is a living 
nightmare to watch a loved one suffer from a 
terrible illness and know that there is nothing 
that you can do but be by their side. That was 
the experience I had when my father died of 
complications of diabetes at the age of 71. It 
was also the experience I had when my 
younger brother, Jon Kevin Barton, died of 
liver cancer at the age of 44. 

When my brother was diagnosed, we tried 
everything. They found his liver cancer when 
he was just 41 years old. He and his wife, 
Jennifer, had two children, Jack and Jace. He 
was a state district judge in Texas. After they 
told Jon he had liver cancer, we did everything 
we could, and, in fact, his cancer went into re-
mission for a year. But it came back, and Jon 
died just three months short of his 44th birth-
day. That was 6 years ago. Every time I see 
Jace and Jack and their Mom, I think of Jon 
and wonder if stem cell research could have 
allowed him to be alive today. 

I do not know for sure, but my heart tells me 
that stem cell research might have led to treat-
ments that could have helped my brother and 
my father. We cannot be certain, but maybe 
the answers for finding cures for many of the 
diseases that afflict us lie in stem cell re-
search. Many scientists believe that once we 
can identify a perfect, undifferentiated stem 
cell line, it will lead to significant scientific 
breakthroughs and the discovery of cures for 
many diseases. 

It is the hope of a cure for people suffering 
today and their families that led me to decide 
to support this legislation. I believe hope is 
what led President Bush to take the steps he 
did in August, 2001, when he permitted for the 
first time Federal taxpayer dollars to be spent 
on embryonic stem cell research. He recog-
nized the profound benefits that were possible 
through embryonic research, and he wanted to 
let the research go forward in a way that re-
spected life and the moral and ethical views of 
millions of Americans. The President’s deci-
sion struck a delicate balance between re-
specting the life of human embryos and giving 
hope to the American families who are endur-
ing the suffering and loss of debilitating dis-
eases like diabetes and cancer. 

But when the President made his announce-
ment in 2001, it was believed that there were 
at least 60 viable lines of stem cells that could 
be used for this research. For a variety of rea-
sons, this has turned out not to be the case; 
not all of these potential lines are now avail-
able for research. Currently, there are approxi-
mately 22 lines of embryonic stem cells that 
are available for federally funded research. 
None of those lines that are currently allowed 
for Federal research purposes have been 
shown to have that breakthrough stem cell— 
the one cell that can differentiate into all 220 
cell types in the body. 

The President’s initial decision reflects the 
difficulty of this issue. However, when new 
facts arise on the one hand that tell us the 

embryonic stem cell lines already used for fed-
eral research do not hold the promise we once 
thought, it should require us to reevaluate that 
initial decision in light of the facts. 

I continue to support the expansion of cord 
blood and bone marrow stem cell research, 
and perhaps the breakthrough we are all hop-
ing for will come from adult stem cells. But at 
this point, we cannot know for sure where the 
breakthrough will come from, and it is my be-
lief that we need to keep all of our options 
open while continuing to go forward in a moral 
and ethical way. 

I fully understand that there are people of 
good conscience that will disagree with me. I 
completely respect their views and differences 
of opinion. Like many on the other side of this 
legislation, I am also strongly pro-life. For over 
two decades in the United States Congress, I 
have had a strong pro-life voting record. I re-
main pro-life, but for the reasons I have given, 
I intend to vote in favor of this legislation. 

As my colleagues continue to debate the 
merits of this bill, I only ask that we try to re-
spect one another’s various points of view and 
that no one is ridiculed for their beliefs on ei-
ther side of this complex and difficult issue. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself the balance of my time. 

My colleagues, we have had a very 
good debate. This is an issue that has 
been very divisive in this House for the 
last year or so, and the President has 
made his position very clear. 

But let me make the position very 
clear that embryonic research with re-
gard to stem cells is occurring and is 
going to continue to occur. The issue 
here is whether Federal funds, tax-
payer dollars ought to be used to de-
stroy human life in the search for cures 
for other diseases. That is what the 
issue is, pure and simple. We all know 
that this research is going to continue 
in the private sector with private mon-
eys. 

But the debate that we have had is 
whether it is appropriate to take tax-
payer funds to destroy human life to 
find embryonic stem cells. I believe 
that my colleagues, enough of my col-
leagues will stand up today to sustain 
the President’s veto. 

With that, Mr. Speaker, I ask my col-
leagues, to vote ‘‘no’’ on overriding the 
President’s veto. 

Mr. SCHIFF. Mr. Speaker, it is a momen-
tous event when a president vetoes a bill. It is 
a pronouncement that the lawmaking body of 
our federal government is in error and that the 
difficult lawmaking process has produced leg-
islation not worthy of enactment. For the Stem 
Cell Research Enhancement Act of 2005, 
nothing could be further from the truth. I was 
proud to have voted for H.R. 810 when it first 
came to the House Floor for a vote in May 
2005, and I am proud today to vote to override 
the President’s veto—the first veto of his Ad-
ministration. 

A broad spectrum of lawmakers from both 
parties and all regions of the country recog-
nize the extraordinary opportunity that stem 
cell research presents to treat and cure tragic 
diseases afflicting millions of Americans. 
Some of these potential treatments were only 
dreamt about a generation ago. Alzheimer’s, 
paralysis, Parkinson’s, diabetes—the list of 
possible applications for stem cell research 
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goes on and on. For some of the victims of 
these diseases, stem cell research provides 
the only present hope for a cure. To use the 
President’s first and only veto to effectively 
deny these citizens of their best hope is as 
tragic as it is wrongheaded. H.R. 810 carefully 
ensures that this research is conducted in a 
manner consistent with the highest ethical 
standards. 

There have been numerous times in history 
when a chief executive has denied the 
progress of science. We mark these times as 
setbacks for humanity, and we also recognize 
that in many cases, progress was only de-
layed, not curtailed. Despite the setback of 
this veto, the struggle will continue—both the 
struggle for Americans seeking to overcome 
disability and disease, and the struggle to sup-
port the scientific community in its quest to 
find the effective cures and treatments. I am 
confident that the American people will not 
allow this veto to forever impede the progress 
of science. 

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, I support H.R. 
810, the ‘‘Stem Cell Research and Enhance-
ment Act’’, and urge my colleagues to reject 
President Bush’s regrettable veto. 

We are here to decide once again whether 
our Nation will move forward in the search for 
treatments and therapies that will cure a mul-
titude of dreaded diseases that afflict an esti-
mated 128 million Americans. These diseases 
include Alzheimer’s disease, Parkinson’s dis-
ease, spinal cord injuries or spinal dysfunction, 
and diabetes. Embryonic stem cell research 
holds the potential for treating these diseases, 
and many more. 

H.R. 810 is a sensible and targeted path 
forward. It would impose strict ethical guide-
lines for embryonic stem cell research and 
would lift the arbitrary restriction limiting funds 
to only some embryonic stem cell lines cre-
ated before August 10, 2001. By removing this 
arbitrary restriction, H.R. 810 will ensure that 
researchers can not only continue their work 
to prolong or save lives, but also conduct such 
research using newer, less contaminated, 
more diverse, and more numerous embryonic 
stem cells. 

H.R. 810 does not allow Federal funding for 
the creation or destruction of embryos. This 
bill only allows for research on embryonic 
stem cell lines retrieved from embryos created 
for reproductive purposes that would otherwise 
be discarded. This point is critical: if these em-
bryos are not used for stem cell research, they 
will be destroyed. 

President Bush’s rejection of this narrow 
and commonsense measure should be over-
ridden by the people’s House. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, every 
American has a very personal stake in today’s 
discussion on stem cell research. Everyone 
knows people who would benefit from break-
through research using stem cells. Indeed, 
with a hundred million Americans at risk from 
a variety of diseases ranging from Lou 
Gehrig’s disease, to Alzheimer’s, to Parkin-
son’s, to cancer, to juvenile diabetes, it’s al-
most impossible to not know somebody who 
could potentially be helped by stem cell re-
search. For me, the most important bene-
ficiaries are our children and grandchildren 
who have not yet shown any symptoms, but 
who may fall victim to one of these dev-
astating diseases. 

H.R. 810 is an opportunity for Congress to 
clarify the issues and exert leadership in a 

way that the federal government has in the 
past. Instead the President vetoed the bill after 
having passed through the House and Senate. 
This administration is out of touch with the 
70% of the American public who supports 
stem cell research. We have inadequate ac-
cess to stem cell lines for research purposes 
and we are putting forth neither money nor en-
couragement while we construct artificial 
boundaries. These misguided policies by the 
administration will not stop progress from stem 
cell research, but will delay the day we have 
these very important therapies to transform 
people’s lives. Americans are losing ground on 
this vital research to other countries while re-
linquishing leadership to the states here in our 
country. 

Stem cell research is not about cloning a 
human being or creating embryos for research 
purposes. We can maintain prohibitions 
against cloning of humans while supplying 
stem cells in an ethical manner from 400,000 
embryos already accessible that will otherwise 
be destroyed. 

Every American needs to watch this closely. 
The stakes in this debate are high both for the 
potential benefit to the physical condition of all 
humankind, as well as the establishment of 
the boundaries between public policy and per-
sonal theology. 

For me the choice is clear. American fami-
lies deserve an opportunity for embryonic 
stem cell research to be conducted in a rea-
sonable, controlled manner, to hasten the day 
of vital life-saving, life-enriching therapy. 

Mr. WEXLER. Mr. Speaker, I am outraged 
that President Bush has single handedly sti-
fled the advancement of medical research that 
could provide cures for millions of Americans 
who are suffering needlessly from a wide 
range of debilitating diseases. President 
Bush’s decision to use his veto power for the 
first time in his Presidency on this historic 
piece of legislation is unconscionable and a 
misguided attempt to pander to the extreme 
base in his party. The tireless efforts made by 
the scientific community, stem cell advocates 
and supportive Members of Congress finally 
came to fruition when this body passed the 
Stem Cell Research Enhancement Act (H.R. 
810). This legislation, supported by a majority 
of Americans, expands the embryonic stem 
cell lines available for conducting research 
and allows the federal government to fund this 
type of undertaking. 

Stem cell research (including embryonic 
stem cell research) offers incredible hope to 
the sufferers of diseases like Parkinson’s, Alz-
heimer’s, multiple sclerosis, cancer and diabe-
tes. Embryonic stem cells are derived from do-
nated embryos that are not used during the 
process of in-vitro fertilization and would other-
wise be discarded. Many scientists believe 
that embryonic stem cells have greater poten-
tial than adult stem cells because they can dif-
ferentiate into any specialized cell in the body. 
Additionally, they can be administered to pa-
tients without fear of rejection or the need for 
expensive immunosuppressive drugs. 

Unfortunately, in one fell swoop, President 
Bush has preemptively thwarted medical 
progress, destroying the hope of millions of 
Americans desperately waiting for a cure. 
Medical science is at a crossroads with incred-
ible potential to save and improve the lives of 
chronic and fatal disease sufferers. At this 
time, our government should be doing every-
thing possible to advance and explore all ave-

nues of medical research. With polls showing 
60 percent of the country supporting embry-
onic stem cell research, it is indefensible that 
President Bush chose to ignore the will of the 
American people by striking down this monu-
mental measure. 

Ms. KILPATRICK of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise today to support the veto override of 
H.R. 810, the Stem Cell Research Enhance-
ment Act. This bipartisan legislation would ex-
pand Federal funding for embryonic stem cell 
research. 

The House approved this bill last year and 
it won U.S. Senate approval yesterday. How-
ever, despite the measure passing both cham-
bers of Congress, the President has vetoed 
the legislation, the first of his presidency. I am 
disappointed the President chose this bill to be 
his first veto. 

The American Medical Association and 92 
other organizations, including scientists and 
researchers support H.R. 810. Federal funding 
would enable further research to examine 
many new lines of stem cells—increasing the 
potential for cures. Each year 8,000 to 10,000 
embryos created for in-vitro fertilization are de-
stroyed. H.R. 810 would allow Federally fund-
ed research of stem cells, which scientists be-
lieve can yield cures for diseases and injuries, 
to be harvested from surplus frozen embryos 
that are stored at fertility clinics and slated for 
destruction. 

Human embryonic stem cells are prized be-
cause they can replicate themselves and be-
come almost any type of human tissue. We all 
know someone who can benefit from the re-
search. Science should prevail over politics. 

President Bush’s veto is standing in the way 
of hope and progress in curing many diseases 
such as diabetes, Parkinson’s disease, Alz-
heimer’s disease, Lou Gehrig’s disease, some 
cancers, and spinal cord injuries. This veto 
has ignored our country’s healthcare needs 
and has slowed the potential to eradicate life 
threatening and chronic diseases. 

The President did not make the right choice. 
This critical life saving bill is greatly needed. I 
urge my colleagues to support the veto over-
ride and reaffirm Congress’s support of life 
saving medical research. 

Mr. RAMSTAD. Mr. Speaker, President 
Bush unfortunately vetoed funding for life-sav-
ing research on stem cells from donated, sur-
plus embryos because he maintains it’s wrong 
to ‘‘promote science which destroys life in 
order to save life.’’ 

As the leading pro-life legislator in Wash-
ington, Sen. ORRIN HATCH put it, ‘‘Since when 
does human life begin in a petri dish in a re-
frigerator?’’ 

To reduce this issue to an abortion issue is 
a horrible injustice to 100 million Americans 
suffering the ravages of diabetes, spinal cord 
paralysis, heart disease, Parkinson’s and Alz-
heimer’s disease, cancer, multiple sclerosis, 
Lou Gehrig’s disease and other fatal, debili-
tating diseases. 

I’ve met with medical researchers from the 
University of Minnesota Stem Cell Institute, 
the Mayo Clinic, the National Institutes of 
Health and Johns Hopkins University. 

As one prominent researcher told me, ‘‘The 
real irony of the President’s policy is that at 
least 400,000 surplus frozen embryos could 
be used to produce stem cells for research to 
save lives. Instead, these surplus embryos are 
being thrown into the garbage and treated as 
medical waste.’’ 
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Only 22 of the 78 stem cell lines approved 

by the President in 2001 remain today. This 
limit on research has stunted progress on find-
ing cures for a number of debilitating and fatal 
diseases according to scientists and patient 
advocacy groups. 

Mr. Speaker, the scientific evidence is over-
whelming that embryonic stem cells have 
great potential to regenerate specific types of 
human tissues, offering hope for millions of 
Americans suffering from debilitating diseases. 

Mr. Speaker, it’s too late for my beloved 
mother who was totally debilitated by Alz-
heimer’s disease which led to her death. It’s 
too late for my cousin who died a cruel, tragic 
death from diabetes in his 20s. 

But it’s not too late for 100 million other 
American people counting on us to support 
funding for life-saving research on stem cells 
derived from donated surplus embryos created 
through in vitro fertilization. 

Let’s not turn our backs on these people. 
Let’s not take away their hope. Let’s make it 
clear that abortion politics should not deter-
mine this critical medical research. 

Embryonic stem cell research will prolong 
life, improve life and give hope for life to mil-
lions of people. 

I urge members to override the President’s 
veto of funding for life-saving and life-enhanc-
ing embryonic stem cell research. 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, this institution is 
often called the people’s House and today I 
ask my colleagues to stand in the shoes of the 
millions of people dealing with incurable or de-
bilitating diseases. Diseases such as juvenile 
diabetes, Parkinson’s, Alzheimer’s, multiple 
sclerosis, or cancer. Diseases that impact 
them every day . . . their plans for the future. 

Let us stand with them today and vote to 
override the President’s veto of the medical 
research that holds the potential to find a 
treatment to improve their lives, or, over time, 
a cure. 

The U.S. House has approved this legisla-
tion. The Senate has approved this legislation. 
The reason the American people—72 percent 
of them in public surveys—support the Federal 
Government proceeding with this legislation is 
because in virtually every family there is a life 
experience with the need for medical break-
throughs. 

We can never guarantee the results of sci-
entific research, but without it we guarantee 
there can be no results. 

The President’s stem cell policy is not work-
ing. Of the 78 existing stem cell lines per-
mitted for use in federally funded research, 
only 22 of these lines are currently used for 
research, and many have raised concerns that 
these lines are genetically unstable, contami-
nated, and harder to work with than newer 
lines. Research is practically at a standstill in 
this country. 

The Stem Cell Research Enhancement Act 
is a well-crafted, bipartisan approach. It is op-
posed with false arguments that divide Ameri-
cans when what is involved is an expansion of 
research on embryonic stem cell lines derived 
from surplus embryos that were originally cre-
ated for fertility treatments purposes, are in 
excess of clinical need and would otherwise 
be discarded, and have been donated by the 
individuals seeking fertility treatment through 
written consent and without any financial in-
volvement. 

Let us override the President’s veto and 
take these vitals steps to tap into the promise 

of research that has the potential to change 
the face of modern medicine as we know it 
today. That is a human value that should not 
be undermined by the people’s representa-
tives. 

Mr. MORAN of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, last 
year, I was proud to cosponsor and vote in 
favor of the Stem Cell Research Enhancement 
Act, which will expand the Federal policy and 
implement stricter ethical guidelines for this re-
search. 

Embryonic stem cell research is necessary 
to discover the causes of a myriad of genetic 
diseases, to test new drug therapies more effi-
ciently on laboratory tissue instead of human 
volunteers, and to staving off the ravages of 
disease with the regeneration of our bodies’ 
essential organs. 

President George W. Bush’s policy on stem 
cell research limits Federal funding only to 
embryonic stem cell lines that were derived by 
August 9, 2001, the date of his policy an-
nouncement. 

Of the 78 stem cell lines promised by Presi-
dent Bush, only 22 are available to research-
ers. 

Unfortunately these stem cell lines are aged 
and contaminated with mouse feeder cells, 
making their therapeutic use for humans un-
certain. According to the majority of scientists, 
if these stem cell lines were transplanted into 
people, they would provoke dangerous viruses 
in humans. 

What is even more disturbing is the fact that 
there are at least 125 new stem cell lines, 
which are more pristine than the lines cur-
rently available on the National Institutes of 
Health registry, and which are ineligible for 
Federally-funded research because they were 
derived after August 9, 2001. 

This restrictive embryonic stem cell research 
policy is making it increasingly more difficult to 
attract new scientists to this area of research 
because of concerns that funding restrictions 
will keep this research from being successful. 

The Stem Cell Research Enhancement Act, 
which passed the House on May 25, 2005, 
simply seeks to lift the cutoff date for lines 
available for research. 

H.R. 810 will also strengthen the ethical 
standards guiding the Federal research on 
stem cell lines and will ensure that embryos 
donated for stem cell research were created 
for the purposes of in vitro fertilization, were in 
excess of clinical need, would have otherwise 
been discarded and involved no financial in-
ducement. 

Contrary to what opponents have been say-
ing, the Stem Cell Research Enhancement Act 
will not Federally fund the destruction of em-
bryos. 

This measure makes it clear that unused 
embryos will be used for embryonic stem cell 
research only by decision of the donor. No 
Federally-funded research will be supported 
by this measure on any embryos that had 
been created solely for research purposes. 

In February 2005, the Civil Society Institute 
conducted a nationwide survey of 1,022 adults 
and found that 70 percent supported bipar-
tisan federal legislation to promote embryonic 
stem cell research. 

Let public interest triumph over ideological 
special interests. Public interest is best served 
when the medical and the scientific community 
is free to exercise its professional judgment in 
extending and enhancing human life. 

I urge the Senate to pass the Stem Cell Re-
search Enhancement Act with overwhelming 

support, and for President Bush to sign it into 
law when it reaches his desk. 

Mr. STEARNS. Mr. Speaker, the argument 
that embryonic stem cell research can con-
tribute to life-saving research is emotionally 
persuasive, but it is never justifiable to delib-
erately end one life, even to save others. 
There are alternative sources of stem cells 
without engaging in research that purposefully 
takes a life. We debated an alternative stem 
cell bill on this floor yesterday, and it is unfor-
tunate it did not get the support of those Mem-
bers here today crying aloud how we are de-
nying vital lifesaving research. 

Furthermore, we are already funding such 
research. In 2001, President Bush announced 
federal funding for the embryonic stem cell 
lines that had already been created. There are 
78 of these approved lines and only 22 of 
them are currently being used in federally 
funded research. These lines are so useful 
that they are used in 85 percent of the pub-
lished embryonic stem cell studies in the 
world. 

In fact, President Bush’s policy is generous. 
In 2005 NIH spent $38 million, up $13 million 
from 2004. Most importantly, the current ban 
on embryonic research does not prevent pri-
vate funding for embryonic stem cell research. 
Microsoft Chairman Bill Gates and Newport 
Beach bond trader Bill Gross are among sev-
eral private donors who have provided millions 
of dollars toward embryonic stem cell re-
search. 

Proponents also claim that the U.S. is lag-
ging behind the rest of the world in embryonic 
stem cell research and that increased federal 
funding would close the gap. The fact is the 
United States leads the world in embryonic 
stem cell research. A recent Nature Journal 
publication states that U.S. scientists contrib-
uted 46 percent of all stem cell publications 
since 1998. Germany comes far second rep-
resenting 10 percent of studies, and the re-
maining 44 percent derive from between 16 
other countries. 

It is unnecessary and morally offensive to 
use taxpayer money to expand embryonic 
stem cell research. I urge my colleagues to 
join me in supporting President Bush’s veto. 

Ms. MCCOLLUM of Minnesota. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today in strong support of this effort 
to override the President’s veto of H.R. 810, 
the Stem Cell Research Enhancement Act. I 
am proud to be a cosponsor of this important 
legislation, which expands stem cell research 
and ensures that the federal government can 
implement ethical guidelines. 

This bill will provide hope and opportunity 
for millions of Americans suffering from chron-
ic and life threatening health conditions. This 
legislation will also ensure that the federal 
government can implement ethical guidelines 
over federally-funded research, which will help 
to set high standards for all research. To be 
clear, H.R. 810 only allows federal funding for 
embryonic stem cell research in cases where 
the cells were created for fertility treatment 
and will otherwise be discarded. 

The expansion of funding to stem cell re-
search has the power to make a real dif-
ference in the lives of Americans. Stem cells 
offer remarkable potential contributions to 
medical science and improve the lives of mil-
lions of people who suffer from incurable dis-
eases such as juvenile diabetes, Alzheimer’s, 
Parkinson’s, AIDS, and spinal cord injuries. It 
may also help us to understand abnormal cell 
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growth that occurs in cancer, as well as 
change the way we develop drugs and test 
them for safety and potential efficacy. 

It is Imperative that we move our health 
care policy in a new direction and support ef-
forts to improve the quality of life. This re-
search is supported by 72 percent of Ameri-
cans and the majority of the Congress. H.R. 
810 is supported by over 200 patient groups, 
universities, and scientific societies, and has 
been endorsed by more than 75 national and 
local newspapers and 80 Nobel Laureates. 

For President Bush to use his first veto to 
ignore this overwhelming support for stem cell 
research and at the same time extinguish the 
hopes of millions for cures to chronic and dan-
gerous diseases is an outrage. This veto has 
made it clear that President Bush has chosen 
radical ideology over American lives. I urge 
my colleagues to join me in voting to override 
this misguided veto. 

Mr. VAN HOLLEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
strong support of overriding the President’s 
veto of the Stem Cell Research Enhancement 
Act of 2005. 

I am extremely disappointed that the Presi-
dent exercised his first veto on a piece of bi-
partisan legislation that will provide countless 
number of Americans hope of finding cures for 
many life-threatening diseases. This Congress 
has passed many pieces of irresponsible leg-
islation that benefit narrow special interests at 
the expense of the public good. The President 
did not veto any of those bills. Now the Con-
gress has finally passed a bipartisan bill that 
will help find cures to diseases that strike vir-
tually every American family. Yet the President 
has chosen to veto this landmark bill. In doing 
so, the President is playing to the extreme 
right of his own political party. Shame on the 
President for putting politics over the health of 
the American people. 

We should allow the expansion of federally 
supported research of human embryonic stem 
cell lines. The Stem Cell Research Enhance-
ment Act of 2005 would provide federal fund-
ing for a wider range of stem cell research 
while establishing ethical guidelines. The bill 
also provides that embryos that are otherwise 
likely to be discarded can be used to develop 
treatments for debilitating diseases and life- 
saving cures. 

I believe stem cell research holds the prom-
ise of scientific breakthroughs that could im-
prove the lives of millions of Americans af-
flicted with a debilitating disease—such as 
Parkinson’s, diabetes, spinal cord injuries, 
autoimmune diseases, cardiovascular disease, 
and cancer—for which there is currently no 
cure. While it is too late for those who have 
passed from these terrible diseases, it still not 
too late for the millions of other Americans 
hoping that the Congress will override the 
President’s veto and support federally funded 
research of this potentially life-saving re-
source. For these patients and their families, 
stem cell research is the last hope for a cure. 

Mr. Speaker, this is an issue that affects 
every family in America. I strongly urge my 
House colleagues to vote to override the 
President’s veto on this bipartisan legislation. 

Ms. MATSUI. Mr. Speaker, ethical, embry-
onic stem cell research is a reality. The fed-
eral government has two options. We can en-
gage, by participating in the research and in-
fluencing the ethical debate within the global 
community. Or, we ignore the issue and let 
others lead. 

America is the world leader in medical re-
search and development. We cannot cede this 
ground. 

That is why we must be unyielding in our 
support for the embryonic stem cell research 
made possible under H.R. 810. And why I 
would caution my colleagues against accept-
ing any of the weak alternatives being de-
bated. 

Mr. Speaker, one of the great equalizers is 
disease. It ignores age, income and education 
level. Embryonic stem cell research has the 
potential to cure and maybe even prevent 
many debilitating conditions affecting the old 
and the young, the rich and the poor. Like Di-
abetes. Parkinson’s disease. Alzheimer’s. Spi-
nal cord damage. And maybe even bone mar-
row failure. Families from all walks of life have 
first-hand experience with these tragedies. 

Make no mistake, these potential break-
throughs lie at the end of a long and difficult 
road. But the research community is com-
mitted to this task. Just last week in my home-
town of Sacramento, the UC Davis Medical 
Center hired a top national expert in regenera-
tive medicine to direct the Center’s new stem 
cell research facility. 

But every stem cell researcher agrees that 
this research must use embryonic stem cells. 
These are the only cells with the flexibility and 
the potential to fix spinal cord injuries, or cure 
diabetes. And using the unused embryos from 
in vitro fertilization clinics gives us an ethical 
way to obtain them. 

Mr. Speaker, it is true that this is a debate 
about what science tells about stem cell re-
search. And equally, it is about the ethical 
constraints our democracy rightly agrees to 
impose on that science. But there is broad 
consensus on these two points. That con-
sensus is enshrined in H.R. 810. 

So the federal government must decide 
whether it will lend its tremendous weight to 
embryonic stem cell research. Or whether it 
will simply remain on the sidelines, pretending 
that ethical solutions don’t exist. 

Earlier today, President Bush chose the 
sidelines. He chose to ignore the issue and 
allow others to lead. Worse still, he is stifling 
the hopes of millions of Americans. 

And fundamentally, this is a debate about 
hope. Hope is the light that keeps us going 
through a dark and torturous tunnel. 

I urge my colleagues to think very hard be-
fore denying that hope to millions of people 
across America by supporting anything less 
than federally-funded embryonic stem cell re-
search. I hope my colleagues will vote to over-
ride the President’s veto. It is time to go in a 
new direction. 

Mr. STUPAK. Mr. Speaker, This debate on 
H.R. 810, the Stem Cell Research Enhance-
ment Act, is really one of the most fundamen-
tally important debates that this body can un-
dertake. 

H.R. 810 addresses the most basic, essen-
tial ethical issues—life, when does it begin, 
and when should life, including human em-
bryos, be open to experimentation and sci-
entific research. 

It is society’s ethical obligation to draw 
boundaries around the possibilities of science. 
I believe we must draw a boundary that says 
‘‘no’’ to embryonic stem cell research that re-
quires the killing of embryos that if left to grow 
would become children. Children who would 
grow up to become police officers, factory 
workers, soldiers, government employees, 
lawyers, doctors, and scientists. 

I believe that embryos, as life, should be 
treated with as much respect as you and I, 
and I reject the view that embryos are mere 
medical waste, as some have suggested. 

Where do we draw the line as a Nation, and 
say, we will not cross that line? These pro-
ponents of H.R. 810 would not have us draw 
a line. This legislation leaves too many ques-
tions unanswered. 

When do embryos become human life? 
After 40 hours? After 2 days? H.R. 810 is si-
lent on when embryos become human life—it 
doesn’t specify how long these embryos are 
allowed to grow before they are killed—2 
days, 5 days, 14 days, or more! 

Proponents of H.R. 810 will claim that their 
legislation will address the ‘‘ethical manner’’ in 
which this research will be conducted, yet their 
legislation is silent on the ethics, other than a 
subsection that directs the secretary to create 
guidelines in 60 days or less. 

As elected leaders, we should set basic 
guidelines, not leave the guidelines to an 
unelected and unnamed administration official. 

This legislation is unethical and unneces-
sary. Human embryonic stem cell research is 
completely legal today in the private sector 
and eligible for state funding in several states, 
including California and New Jersey. Since 
August 2001, over 128 stem cell lines have 
been created. 

Furthermore, human embryonic stem cell re-
search is funded by the federal government 
today. The National Institutes of Health (NIH) 
spent an estimated $38 million on Embryonic 
Stem Cell research in Fiscal Year 2006. 22 
human embryonic stem cell lines are currently 
receiving federal funds. These lines are suffi-
cient for basic research according to NIH di-
rector, Dr. Zerhouni. 

Finally, embryonic stem cell research re-
mains unproven. Not a single therapy has 
been developed from embryonic stem cell re-
search. Instead of cures, embryonic stem cell 
research has led to tumors and deaths in ani-
mal studies. 

While the promise of embryonic stem cells 
is questionable, adult stem cells are being 
used today to save lives. Recognizing this, the 
National Institutes of Health spent $568 million 
in Fiscal Year 2006 on adult stem cell re-
search. 

Adult stem cells are being used today in 
clinical trials and in clinical practice to treat 72 
diseases including, Parkinson’s disease, spinal 
cord injury, juvenile diabetes, brain cancer, 
breast cancer, lymphoma, heart damage, 
rheumatoid arthritis, juvenile arthritis, stroke, 
and sickle cell anemia. 

Let me be clear, I am committed to funding 
ethical scientific research that will unlock the 
origins of diseases and develop cures that can 
help my constituents. 

But we cannot let science leap-frog our eth-
ics, our morals, and our legal system. 

This is not a partisan issue, and it’s bigger 
than a right to life issue. 

I urge Members to vote against H.R. 810 
and sustain the President’s veto. 

Mr. LEACH. Mr. Speaker, the possibility is 
real that embryonic stem-cell research rep-
resents the greatest breakthrough in the his-
tory of science. It is, therefore, important that 
we understand the medical and moral issues 
at stake. 

In 1998, University of Wisconsin scientists 
for the first time isolated embryonic stem cells 
in a laboratory. These cells, 30 to 34 in num-
ber, are derived from a blastocyst, which is a 
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group of 150 to 200 cells smaller than the dot 
at the end of this sentence. A blastocyst, in 
turn, is derived from a single cell known as a 
zygote, which comes into being after a sperm 
and an egg combine. 

Blastocysts have been created outside of 
the body in cell cultures for decades in fertility 
clinics. More than 400,000 are known to exist 
in frozen form. Thousands are discarded as 
medical waste and millions are eliminated nat-
urally every year. 

The reason the scientific community is so 
excited about embryonic stem cells is that 
they are pluripotent. Unlike other stem cells, 
they are capable of continuously dividing and 
being coaxed into forming virtually any of sev-
eral hundred types of body cells. Health re-
search is conducted in stages—mice before 
people. At the moment, scientists are encour-
aged by the results they have obtained from 
the animal kingdom. Research on mice, pigs 
and monkeys is so promising that scientists 
can envision the possibility of creating ‘‘cellular 
repair kits’’ for the human body. If research is 
supported the regenerative power of embry-
onic stem cells may soon be harnessed to 
treat ailments as diverse as spinal-cord injury, 
diabetes, Alzheimer’s, Parkinson’s, multiple 
sclerosis and heart disease. 

Profound moral questions encompass em-
bryonic stem-cell research. A blastocyst, which 
is subject to scientific engineering on a Petri 
dish, could, if implanted in a uterus, cause a 
life to form. ‘‘Excess’’ blastocysts also could 
be adopted. As the father of adopted children, 
I confess to personal enthusiasm for this op-
tion. 

Nevertheless, the ethical question must be 
addressed: Is it more moral to throw away as 
medical waste blastocysts that exceed de-
mand for implanting, or to allow them to be 
used by scientists to extract therapies for sav-
ing life? 

More precisely, which is more pro-life: 
throwing a blastocyst away in a dumpster or 
placing it on a Petri dish to develop a remedy 
for heart disease? 

The question today is about science and its 
promise. Tomorrow, a different set of ques-
tions may have to be addressed. Could a 
mother deny a child dying of cancer access to 
embryonic stem-cell therapy? Could a son or 
daughter deny a parent suffering from Alz-
heimer’s or Parkinson’s disease access to 
such therapies? Is it not pro-life to save and 
prolong life? 

On most political issues compromise is pos-
sible. On ethics, it is not so easy. Indeed, un-
compromising approaches to ethics are gen-
erally considered admirable. The problem 
comes when values, as in this case, are in 
conflict. 

Morality is about means as well as ends. 
For citizens who believe nothing is more im-
portant than to protect life at conception, em-
bryonic stem-cell research may be intolerable. 
For citizens who believe that the prospect of 
meaningful life begins in a mother, not a Petri 
dish, the moral imperative of attending the sick 
and alleviating illness is compelling. 

When one group of Americans considers 
embryonic stem-cell research immoral and an-
other finds it ethically problematic to refuse to 
seek credible cures for life-threatening dis-
ease, the public goal can never be full agree-
ment. But it can be mutual respect. 

One approach which this legislation ad-
vances is the notion of authorizing federal 

support for stem cell research involving only 
those lines derived from blastocysts that would 
otherwise be thrown away and that were not 
initially created for the purpose of research. 

I recognized that for some even this re-
strained approach amounts to hubris, to man 
tampering with nature. But this is what modern 
science is about: Care, to be sure, must be 
taken, particularly at this stage of scientific de-
velopment, not to attempt to clone human life 
or toy with human reproduction. But careful, 
moral exploration into disease control is mor-
ally defendable. Indeed, for many of us it 
would be morally derelect to turn our backs on 
our ailing parents and sick children. 

Hence, I am compelled to vote to override 
this veto. 

Mr. BOEHNER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the previous question is or-
dered. 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is, Will the House, on recon-
sideration, pass the bill, the objections 
of the President to the contrary not-
withstanding? 

Under the Constitution, this vote 
must be by the yeas and nays. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 235, nays 
193, not voting 5, as follows: 

[Roll No. 388] 

YEAS—235 

Abercrombie 
Ackerman 
Allen 
Andrews 
Baca 
Baird 
Baldwin 
Barrow 
Barton (TX) 
Bass 
Bean 
Becerra 
Berkley 
Berman 
Berry 
Biggert 
Bilbray 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (NY) 
Blumenauer 
Boehlert 
Bono 
Boren 
Boswell 
Boucher 
Boyd 
Bradley (NH) 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (OH) 
Brown, Corrine 
Brown-Waite, 

Ginny 
Butterfield 
Calvert 
Capito 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cardin 
Cardoza 
Carnahan 
Carson 
Case 
Castle 
Chandler 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coble 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Cramer 
Crowley 
Cuellar 

Cummings 
Davis (AL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis (FL) 
Davis (IL) 
Davis, Tom 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delahunt 
DeLauro 
Dent 
Dicks 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle 
Dreier 
Edwards 
Emanuel 
Emerson 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Etheridge 
Farr 
Fattah 
Filner 
Foley 
Ford 
Fossella 
Frank (MA) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gerlach 
Gibbons 
Gilchrest 
Gonzalez 
Gordon 
Granger 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Harman 
Hastings (FL) 
Herseth 
Higgins 
Hinchey 
Hinojosa 
Holt 
Honda 
Hooley 
Hoyer 
Inslee 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson (IL) 

Jackson-Lee 
(TX) 

Jefferson 
Johnson (CT) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones (OH) 
Kanjorski 
Kelly 
Kennedy (RI) 
Kilpatrick (MI) 
Kind 
Kirk 
Kolbe 
Kucinich 
Langevin 
Lantos 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
LaTourette 
Leach 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis (CA) 
Lofgren, Zoe 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Mack 
Maloney 
Markey 
Matheson 
Matsui 
McCarthy 
McCollum (MN) 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McKeon 
McNulty 
Meehan 
Meek (FL) 
Meeks (NY) 
Melancon 
Michaud 
Millender- 

McDonald 
Miller (NC) 
Miller, George 
Moore (KS) 
Moore (WI) 
Moran (VA) 
Murtha 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal (MA) 
Obey 

Olver 
Ortiz 
Owens 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Pastor 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Platts 
Pomeroy 
Porter 
Price (NC) 
Pryce (OH) 
Ramstad 
Rangel 
Regula 
Reichert 
Reyes 
Rohrabacher 
Ross 
Rothman 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sabo 
Salazar 

Sánchez, Linda 
T. 

Sanchez, Loretta 
Sanders 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schwartz (PA) 
Schwarz (MI) 
Scott (GA) 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Shaw 
Shays 
Sherman 
Simmons 
Skelton 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Snyder 
Solis 
Spratt 
Stark 
Strickland 
Sweeney 
Tanner 
Tauscher 
Thomas 

Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Tierney 
Towns 
Udall (CO) 
Udall (NM) 
Upton 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walden (OR) 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters 
Watson 
Watt 
Waxman 
Weiner 
Weldon (PA) 
Wexler 
Wilson (NM) 
Woolsey 
Wu 
Wynn 
Young (AK) 

NAYS—193 

Aderholt 
Akin 
Alexander 
Bachus 
Baker 
Barrett (SC) 
Bartlett (MD) 
Beauprez 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (UT) 
Blackburn 
Blunt 
Boehner 
Bonilla 
Bonner 
Boozman 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brown (SC) 
Burgess 
Burton (IN) 
Buyer 
Camp (MI) 
Campbell (CA) 
Cannon 
Cantor 
Carter 
Chabot 
Chocola 
Cole (OK) 
Conaway 
Costello 
Crenshaw 
Cubin 
Culberson 
Davis (KY) 
Davis (TN) 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Deal (GA) 
Diaz-Balart, L. 
Diaz-Balart, M. 
Doolittle 
Drake 
Duncan 
Ehlers 
English (PA) 
Everett 
Feeney 
Ferguson 
Fitzpatrick (PA) 
Flake 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Gallegly 
Garrett (NJ) 
Gillmor 
Gingrey 
Gohmert 
Goode 
Goodlatte 
Graves 
Green (WI) 
Gutknecht 

Hall 
Harris 
Hart 
Hastert 
Hastings (WA) 
Hayes 
Hayworth 
Hefley 
Hensarling 
Herger 
Hobson 
Hoekstra 
Holden 
Hostettler 
Hulshof 
Hunter 
Hyde 
Inglis (SC) 
Istook 
Jenkins 
Jindal 
Johnson (IL) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jones (NC) 
Kaptur 
Keller 
Kennedy (MN) 
Kildee 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kingston 
Kline 
Knollenberg 
Kuhl (NY) 
LaHood 
Latham 
Lewis (KY) 
Linder 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Lucas 
Lungren, Daniel 

E. 
Manzullo 
Marchant 
Marshall 
McCaul (TX) 
McCotter 
McCrery 
McHenry 
McHugh 
McIntyre 
McMorris 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Miller, Gary 
Mollohan 
Moran (KS) 
Murphy 
Musgrave 
Myrick 
Neugebauer 
Ney 
Norwood 

Nunes 
Nussle 
Oberstar 
Osborne 
Otter 
Oxley 
Paul 
Pearce 
Pence 
Peterson (MN) 
Peterson (PA) 
Petri 
Pickering 
Pitts 
Poe 
Pombo 
Price (GA) 
Putnam 
Radanovich 
Rahall 
Rehberg 
Renzi 
Reynolds 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rogers (MI) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Royce 
Ryan (WI) 
Ryun (KS) 
Saxton 
Schmidt 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shadegg 
Sherwood 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Sodrel 
Souder 
Stearns 
Stupak 
Sullivan 
Tancredo 
Taylor (MS) 
Taylor (NC) 
Terry 
Thornberry 
Tiahrt 
Tiberi 
Turner 
Walsh 
Wamp 
Weldon (FL) 
Weller 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Wicker 
Wilson (SC) 
Wolf 
Young (FL) 

NOT VOTING—5 

Evans 
Gutierrez 

Lewis (GA) 
McKinney 

Northup 
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Mr. SULLIVAN changed his vote 
from ‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. SHERMAN and Mr. MORAN of 
Virginia changed their vote from 
‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’ 

So, two-thirds not having voted in 
favor thereof, the veto of the President 
was sustained and the bill was rejected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. GUTIERREZ. Mr. Speaker, on account 
of official business in my district, I missed 
votes in this Chamber today. I would like the 
RECORD to show that, had I been present, I 
would have voted ‘‘yea’’ on rollcall votes 384, 
387, and 388. I would have voted ‘‘no’’ on roll-
call votes 382, 383, 385, and 386. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
message and the bill are referred to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

The Clerk will notify the Senate of 
the action of the House. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT OF INTENTION TO 
OFFER MOTION TO INSTRUCT 
CONFEREES ON H.R. 2830, PEN-
SION PROTECTION ACT OF 2005 

Mr. GEORGE MILLER of California. 
Mr. Speaker, under rule XXII, clause 
7(c), I hereby announce my intention to 
offer a motion to instruct on H.R. 2830, 
the pension conference report. 

The form of the motion is as follows: 
I move that the managers on the part of 

the House at the conference on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the Sen-
ate amendment to the bill H.R. 2830 be in-
structed— 

(1) to agree to the provisions contained in 
subsections (a) through (d) of section 601 of 
the Senate amendment (relating to prospec-
tive application of age discrimination, con-
version, and present value assumption rules 
with respect to cash balance and other hy-
brid defined benefit plans) and not to agree 
with the provisions contained in title VII of 
the bill as passed the House (relating to ben-
efit accrual standards); and 

(2) to agree to the provisions contained in 
section 413 of the Senate amendment (relat-
ing to computation of guaranteed benefits of 
airline pilots required to separate from serv-
ice prior to attaining age 65), but only with 
respect to plan terminations occurring on or 
after September 11, 2001. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair 
will postpone further proceedings 
today on the motion to suspend the 
rules on which a recorded vote or the 
yeas and nays are ordered, or on which 
the vote is objected to under clause 6 of 
rule XX. 

Any record vote on the postponed 
question will be taken tomorrow. The 
postponed vote on H. Con. Res. 448 will 
also be taken tomorrow. 

CONDEMNING THE RECENT AT-
TACKS AGAINST THE STATE OF 
ISRAEL 
Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I move to 

suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution (H. Res. 921) condemning the re-
cent attacks against the State of 
Israel, holding terrorists and their 
state-sponsors accountable for such at-
tacks, supporting Israel’s right to de-
fend itself, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
H. RES. 921 

Whereas on September 12, 2005, Israel com-
pleted its unilateral withdrawal from Gaza, 
demonstrating its willingness to make sac-
rifices for the sake of peace; 

Whereas more than 1,000 rockets have been 
launched from Gaza into Israel since Israel’s 
disengagement; 

Whereas in a completely unprovoked at-
tack that occurred in undisputed Israeli ter-
ritory on June 25, 2006, Israeli Defense Forces 
Corporal Gilad Shalit was kidnapped and is 
being held hostage in Gaza by a Palestinian 
terrorist group which includes members of 
Hamas; 

Whereas Hamas political leader Khaled 
Meshaal, in Damascus, Syria, has acknowl-
edged the role of Hamas in holding Corporal 
Shalit hostage; 

Whereas in a completely unprovoked at-
tack that occurred in undisputed Israeli ter-
ritory on July 12, 2006, operatives of the ter-
rorist group Hezbollah operating out of 
southern Lebanon killed three Israeli sol-
diers and took two others hostage; 

Whereas Israel fully complied with United 
Nations Security Council Resolution 425 
(1978) by completely withdrawing its forces 
from Lebanon, as certified by the United Na-
tions Security Council and affirmed by 
United Nations Secretary-General Kofi 
Annan on June 16, 2000, when he said, ‘‘Israel 
has withdrawn from [Lebanon] in full com-
pliance with Security Council Resolution 
425.’’; 

Whereas United Nations Security Council 
Resolution 1559 (2004) calls for the complete 
withdrawal of all foreign forces from Leb-
anon and the dismantlement of all inde-
pendent militias in Lebanon; 

Whereas despite the adoption of United Na-
tions Security Council Resolution 1559, the 
Government of Lebanon has failed to disband 
and disarm Hezbollah, allowing Hezbollah in-
stead to amass 13,000 rockets, including 
rockets that are more destructive, longer- 
range and more accurate than rockets pre-
viously used by Hezbollah, and has inte-
grated Hezbollah into the Lebanese Govern-
ment; 

Whereas the Government of Israel has pre-
viously shown great restraint despite the 
fact that Hezbollah has launched at least 
four separate attacks into Israel using rock-
ets and ground forces over the past year; 

Whereas the failure of the Government of 
Lebanon to implement all aspects of United 
Nations Security Council Resolution 1559 
and to extend its authority throughout its 
territory has enabled Hezbollah to launch 
armed attacks against Israel and recently to 
kidnap Israeli soldiers; 

Whereas Hezbollah’s strength derives sig-
nificantly from the direct financial, mili-
tary, and political support it receives from 
Syria and Iran, and Hezbollah also receives 
important support from sources within Leb-
anon; 

Whereas Iranian Revolutionary Guards 
continue to operate in southern Lebanon, 
providing support to Hezbollah and report-
edly controlling its operational activities; 

Whereas the Government of the United 
States has enacted several laws, including 

the Syria Accountability and Lebanese Sov-
ereignty Restoration Act of 2003 (Public Law 
108–175) and the Iran and Libya Sanctions 
Act of 1996 (Public Law 104–172), which call 
for the imposition of sanctions on Syria and 
Iran for, among other things, their support 
for terrorism and terrorist organizations; 

Whereas the House of Representatives has 
repeatedly called for full implementation of 
United Nations Security Council Resolution 
1559; 

Whereas section 1224 of the Foreign Rela-
tions Authorization Act, Fiscal Year 2003 
(Public Law 107–228) withholds certain assist-
ance to Lebanon contingent on the deploy-
ment of the Lebanese armed forces to the 
internationally recognized border between 
Lebanon and Israel and its effective asser-
tion of authority in the border area in order, 
among other reasons, to prevent cross-border 
infiltration by terrorists, precisely the 
criminal activity that has provoked the cur-
rent crisis; 

Whereas President George W. Bush stated 
on July 12, 2006, ‘‘Hezbollah’s terrorist oper-
ations threaten Lebanon’s security and are 
an affront to the sovereignty of the Lebanese 
Government. Hezbollah’s actions are not in 
the interest of the Lebanese people, whose 
welfare should not be held hostage to the in-
terests of the Syrian and Iranian regimes.’’, 
and has repeatedly affirmed that Syria and 
Iran must be held to account for their shared 
responsibility in the recent attacks; 

Whereas the United States recognizes that 
some members of the democratically-elected 
Lebanese parliament are working to build an 
autonomous and sovereign Lebanon and sup-
ports their efforts; and 

Whereas both Hezbollah and Hamas refuse 
to recognize Israel’s right to exist and call 
for the destruction of Israel: Now, therefore, 
be it 

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives— 

(1) reaffirms its steadfast support for the 
State of Israel; 

(2) condemns Hamas and Hezbollah for en-
gaging in unprovoked and reprehensible 
armed attacks against Israel on undisputed 
Israeli territory, for taking hostages, for 
killing Israeli soldiers, and for continuing to 
indiscriminately target Israeli civilian popu-
lations with their rockets and missiles; 

(3) further condemns Hamas and Hezbollah 
for cynically exploiting civilian populations 
as shields, locating their equipment and 
bases of operation, including their rockets 
and other armaments, amidst civilian popu-
lations, including in homes and mosques; 

(4) recognizes Israel’s longstanding com-
mitment to minimizing civilian loss and wel-
comes Israel’s continued efforts to prevent 
civilian casualties; 

(5) demands the Governments of Iran and 
Syria to direct Hamas and Hezbollah to im-
mediately and unconditionally release 
Israeli soldiers which they hold captive; 

(6) affirms that all governments that have 
provided continued support to Hamas or 
Hezbollah share responsibility for the hos-
tage-taking and attacks against Israel and, 
as such, should be held accountable for their 
actions; 

(7) condemns the Governments of Iran and 
Syria for their continued support for 
Hezbollah and Hamas in their armed attacks 
against Israelis and their other terrorist ac-
tivities; 

(8) supports Israel’s right to take appro-
priate action to defend itself, including to 
conduct operations both in Israel and in the 
territory of nations which pose a threat to 
it, which is in accordance with international 
law, including Article 51 of the United Na-
tions Charter; 
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